Exposing the maggots 


The controversy surrounding the BBC TV 
programme ‘At the edge of the Union’, in 


: which IRA Chief of Staff Martin McGuinness 
was to be given a platform for the airing of his 


views, has at least had one positive result: 
where the BBC is concerned it has drawn the 
maggots out of the woodwork and induced 


them to expose themseives to the light of day.. 


The outraged howl that went up when 
Home Secretary Brittan requested that thé 
programme be not shown has surprised a jot 
of people, but it did not surprise us. For a long 
time the Corporation has been dominated by 
people who have no loyalty whatsoever to 
Britain and who can be found to be siding 
again and again, in one conflict after another, 
with Britain’s enemies. This was shown at the 
time of the Falklands War, when the ‘Beeb’ 
seemed at times to be more sympathetic to the 
Argentine invaders than to the British 
liberators. It has been shown several times 
previously in BBC treatmént of the Northern 
Irish troubles and it is of course consistently 
shown in any radio or TV coverage of racial 
problems affecting Britain’s inner cities. 

The Home Secretary (for once) was of 
course absolutely right to place a ban on the 
showing of the programme, but to acknow- 


‘advertised. 


require such alteration to be made. 
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ledge this is not enough. There is something 


- terribly wrong in a country where the showing 


of such a programme could even be 
contemplated in the first place. The British 
public has a right to ask of the Corporation 
that exists by means of the licence fees paid 
by millions of householders: *‘Just whose 


side are you on?”’ 


People like Martin McGuinness should 
never be given any platform by the British 
media — not only because they are terrorists 
but because additionally they are enemies of 
his country. In that regard the heads of 
Loyalist paramilitary groups come into an 
entirely different category and should in no 
way be subject to the same rules. This is why 
it was wholly wrong to lump McGuinness 
together with Gregory Campbell, the 
Londonderry Loyalist who was due to appear 
in the same programme. Campbell is a British 
patriot who is one of thousands in Ulster who 
have been driven to organise themselves in 
paramilitary bodies for their own self- 
defence — simply because of the continued 
weakness of British Government in dealing 
with Republican terror. If the official security 
forces in Northern Ireland were permitted by 
Westminster to do their jobs properly, instead 
of being forced to operate with one hand tied 
behind their backs as part of the ‘softly softly’ 
policy towards the IRA and its allies, there 
would be no need for the’ Loyalist paramil- 
itaries; they have only come into existence to 
fill a vaccuum — a vaccuum left by British 
Government abdication of its duty towards its 
own loyal subjects. : 

Campbell’s line of argument in the banned 
programme was simply this: ““The only way 
to deal with IRA is to kill them.’’ He was, in 
other words, advocating that Britain recog- 
nise that it is at war in Northern Ireland and 
take against its enemies in that war the action 
that is appropriate to a war situation. Given 
the state of affairs that has existed in the 


province for the past 16 or 17 years, and given 
the fact that the IRA themselves are always 


claiming that they soldiers at war in the 
service of their country and should be treated 
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as prisoners of war when in captivity, — 
Campbell’s viewpoint is not an unreasonable 
_one but, on the contrary, one that should be 
heard and seriously considered. it must also 


be emphasised that the ~~ Loyalist 
paramilitaries, unlike their Republican 
counterparts, have no record whatever of 
killing or maiming innocent people; they do 
not plant bombs in busy shopping areas where 
anyone might get blown up; they do not 
murder British political leaders, soldiers or 
policemen; their attacks are concentrated 
solely on known Republican terrorist 
personnel. 

The interview with McGuinness that 
formed part of the programme ‘At the edge of 
the Union’ should most certainly have been 
banned; that with Campbell, on the other 
hand, should have ben allowed to go ahead. 
There is a world of difference between those 
who resort to militancy against the British 
nation and those who do so in defence of it. 


Lefty humbug 


Quite apart from the foregoing 
considerations, the overwhelming stink left 
over from the affair of the banned TV 
programme is that of humbug. No-one 
acquainted with the lefties in the BBC who 
screamed ‘censorship’ in protest against the 
ban can serioulsy believe that there was a 
grain of sincerity in that cry. Would these 
same people have been against censorship of 
a TV programme if its purpose was to give a 
platform to British Nationalists or ‘racists’, 
such as spokesmen for the British National 
Party? Why, they would have been way out 
ahead of the Government in demanding cen- 
sorship themselves! What they really object 
to is censorship when it is applied against the 
spokesmen of anti-British causes; they would 
have no objection to censorship applied 
against the spokesmen of pro-British causes. 
Had the programme in question been, for 
instance, about racial trouble in Brixton or 
Toxteth and had it been intended to feature an 
interview with a representative of the British 
Nationalist viewpoint, the very same people 
who have recently been howling in favour of — 
‘*freedom of broadcasting’’ with regard to the 
views of the IRA would be hell bent on 
organising strikes of cameramen or tech- 
nicians — as they tried (in the event 
unsuccessfully) to do just before a Nationalist 
election broadcast in 1979 — so as to ensure 
that the programme was never seen nor heard. 
They are disgusting hypocrites of the very 
worst stripe, and they should be treated with 
contempt. 


How ‘independent’? 


Equally ridiculous is the pious outcry from 
members of the BBC Board of Governors 
about the ban on the programme undermining 
the Corporation’s worldwide reputation for 
‘independence’. It is high time that we cut 
through the mountains of claptrap that is 
spoken on this subject and got down to 
realities. 


The first reality is that the very idea of an 
‘independent’ broadcasting corporation is 
itself a nonsense from the start. Just why 
should a particular group of people be given 
control of a propaganda medium which places 
into their hands an absolutely enormous 
power, a power quite possibly greater than 
that of government itself, while at the same 
time not being accountable to anybody? The 
controllers of the BBC are not elected by the 
people and they cannot be dismissed by the 
people, yet for every waking hour of every 
day of our lives they command a position in 
our drawing or living rooms from which they 
can virtually dictate to us (excepting the small 
minority, able to think for themselves) what 
are to be the correct and approved patterns of 
thought on the major questions of the day, 
what are to be the perimeters within which 
public debate is to be permitted, what are the 
issues over which indeed there may be any 
public debate at all! The very idea that such a 
body of people should be ‘independent’ is 
itself quite preposterous. A _ nation’s 
broadcasting service belongs to that nation, 
should be accountable to that nation and 
should, in consequence of all these things, be 
subordinate and answerable to a public body 
that is representative of the nation. In 
circumstances in which we had a truly 
national government, that government would 
be the appropriate body for the purpose — 
and indeed the only one. 

But of course equally real is the fact that 
the BBC is not independent and never can be. 
Someone has to appoint those who control it, 
and in Britain the Board of Governors which 
exercises this controlling function consists. of 
people who are appointed by government to 
serve a five-year term. In theory they have 
control over programmes for the duration of 
their period of office, which they are supp- 
osed to exercise independently of government 
interference, but in practice the fact that at the 
end of their five-year term they can either be 
retained or dismissed by decision of 
government means that it is ultimately in the 
hands of government that real power over the 
BBC lies. The effective result of this 
arrangement is that the BBC makes its own 
decisions in the many thousands of day-to- 
day matters that call for its attention, in much 
the same way as does the management of a 


factory that is the branch of some larger’ 


national or international chain. On the other 
hand, it is those who have the final power of 
‘appointment and dismissal who control 
overall policy. 

The overall policy that should govern the 


running of the BBC is that it should exist as an 


institution devoted to the service of the 


British Nation and that its programmes’ 


should at all times reflect that obligation. 
Debate, controversy and freedom for the ex- 
pression of differing individual views should 
be circumscribed in accordance with that rule 
and within that framework. That is how the 
BBC should be constituted. In reality today 
the BBC is not an institution devoted to the 
British Nation but one devoted to what might 
best be called the Internationalist Liberal 


Establishment, and debate, controversy and 
freedom are circumscribed in accordance 
with what that Establishment decides is 
proper and fit. Quite outside the range of 
permissible subjects in this regard are:- 


(1) Any serious discussion of racial matters 
involving articulate and informed spokesmen 
presenting both sides (this being distinct 
from interviews given to inarticulate and 
badly informed ‘racists’ that are simply ‘set 
up’ in order to present ‘racism’ in the worst 
possible light. 

(2) Discussion, under similar conditions, of 
International Zionism and Jewish power. 

(3) Discussion, under similar conditions, of 
the international financial system and the 
money-creating role of the banks. 


Every British Government of modern 
times, and certainly the present Conservative 
Government, is in fact merely a wing of this 
same Internationalist Liberal Establishment 
as is the BBC — which makes the present 
argument between the two bodies somewhat 
of an unreal one and one most probably 
influenced much less by considerations of 
principle than of tactics. The Government 
most certainly has no objection whatsoever to 
an anti-British Irish Republican being 
allowed to use the medium of British 
television in order to spout vitriol against the 
British presence in Northern Ireland; on the 
contrary, this Government has shown again 
and again that its underlying sympathies are 
with the Republican cause in Ulster and 
against the Loyalists of that province. The 
likelihood is that the Government was simply 
nervous of the public reaction to a programme 
in which, following shortly on from such 
events as the Brighton bombing, the man 
who is the generally acknowledged leader of 
the bombers would be allowed to speak to 
millions in justification of their activities. 
This might lead to yet more uncomfortable 
questions being asked about the BBC, who 
controls it, what are its loyalties, what is its 
policy and. what is the position of the 
Government with regard to that policy. By the 
ban the Government was in a sort of way 
protecting the BBC from itself, like a father 
placing a rein on an errant member of his 
family. 

‘The dispute over the ban is not, in other 
words, a dispute involving a conflict of 
interests; it is merely a dispute involving two 
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McGUINNESS (LEFT OF COFFIN) 
Should have been banned from TV 
because he is anti-British. 


groups of people who represent the same 
interest. 

We should not therefore be fooled into 
thinking that the action of the Home Secretary 


in causing the programme not to be shown on. 


August 7th stemmed from any real patriotic 
motives. It stemmed merely from a difference 
of opinion between the Government and the 
BBC as to the precise degree of contempt 
with which it is prudent to treat the British 
people at this particular moment. 

We now hear that it is intended to screen 
the programme at a later date with just a few 
small modifications — which simply 
corroborates all that we have said here. 


Sell out 


Our view as to the true nature of Govern- 
ment policy towards Northern Ireland has 
been borne out by the news that a new plan 
has now been drawn up with Mrs. Thatcher’s 
approval which will give the Government of 
the Irish Republic a substantial say in the 
running of Ulster’s affairs. The plan passed 
Cabinet vetting on July 25th and was 
immediately sent to Dr. Garret Fitzgerald, the 
Irish Republican Prime Minister, for his 
approval — a gesture which amounted to a 
pointed insult to the loyal people of Ulster 
and a firm indication of the way in which 
British Government thinking is proceeding in 
these matters. 

The cornerstone of the deal is said to be a 
joint office in Belfast where Ministers and 
security chiefs from both Governments would 
discuss and co-ordinate policies in both North 
and South. 

News of this deal confirms what the 
Thatcher Government has previously 
strenuously denied: that it has for some time 
been engaged in talks with the Republic 
conducted in such a way as to encourage the 
latter in the view that it has a legitimate right 
to be involved in Northern Irish affairs and 
that the British Government is in fact 
proceeding, albeit ever so slowly, towards a 
sell-out of Ulster. 

It is intended that at the proposed Belfast 
office Ministers would discuss and co- 
ordinate policies affecting all walks of life, 
including industrial policies, agriculture and 
tourism. 

From reports of the deal it is clear that a 
major aim of the Government in putting it 
together is to secure the approval of President 
Reagan in the hope of getting more American 
investment in Ulster. Just why Britain cannot 
develop Ulster without American or any other 
foreign investment has never been adequately 
explained. It is also understood that the deal 
has been prepared very much a view to its 
obtaining the blessing of Britain’s partners in 
the Common Market. 

Thus is the spirit in which British 
Governments in these times approach vital 
British domestic problems. it is much more 
important, it seems, to tackle those problems 
in a manner approved of by foreigners than to 
do so with a view to pursuing the British 
national interest. 

The proposed deal amounts to a shameful 
betrayal of Loyal Ulster and a contemptible 
abdication by Britain of sovereignty over her 
own territory and people. 
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| ‘NUCLEAR- FREE ZONES’ 


A leftist idiocy examined 


A’ NEW IN-PHRASE? has iy come into the- 


vocabulary and can seen on many a poster appearing 
on the streets of our towns and cities, usually by 
arrangement of the local councils concerned. The 
phrase is ‘nuclear-free zone’. 
_ “This is a nuclear-free zone,” you may read as you 
enter. the precincts of one of these cities or boroughs. 
So what actually is a ‘nuclear-free zone’? 

It is, apparently, an area in which there are no 
nuclear weapon installations and where the policy is to 
ensure that there will continue to be no such install- 


ations in the future. London, for example, has been- 


designated just such a zone — by decree of the lunatic 
left-dominated Greater London Council. This of 
course will be interesting news to any future enemy of 


Britain in wartime for it indicates that they will not in 


fact be permitted to drop any nuclear bombs or aim 
any nuclear missiles on our capital city — for, you see, 
the appointment of an area as a nuclear-free zone 
means that no nuclear weapons may come anywhere 
near it, whether used by friend or enemy! 

_ The hope of course is that, just supposing Soviet 
bombers might be flying over places like London in a 
future war, the pilot of any such plane will turn to the 
bomb-aimer and say: ‘‘We mustn’t drop anything 
here, Ivan, it’s a nuclear-free zone!’ 

Is there any past precedent for ‘nuclear-free zones’? 
Yes, in fact there is. Hiroshima in 1945 was a nuclear- 
free zone. So was Nagasaki. : 

Both were nuclear-free zones in as much as in 
neither area were there any nuclear weapon install- 
ations. We all know of course what happened to these 
two Japanese cities. Last month marked the 40th 
anniversaries of what happened, in fact. We were 
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treated to many horrific pictures of hak hawk cities 
looked like just after the event. 

The cities of this country have been saved during the 
past 40 years from suffering the same fate as 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki — precisely because Britain 
as a whole is NOT a nuclear-free zone. We have 
nuclear weapons stationed here, and anyoné who 
might be contemplating using their own nuclear 
weapons against us knows that, if they do, it is on the 
cards that the nuclear weapons stationed here will be 
used in retaliation against them. | 

That, more .than anything else, has pied aa 
Britain from the danger of nuclear destruction. 

It should be pointed out that in saying these we are 
NOT defending the presence of AMERICAN nuclear 
weapons in this country. We believe that any nuclear 
weapons installed on British territory should be 
BRITISH-MADE and BRITISH-CONTROLLED. 

Even if Britain does not have the capacity to 
produce nuclear weapons on the same scale as the 
United States, or for that matter Soviet Russia, she 
does, like France, possess the capacity to produce such 
weapons in sufficient quantity to deter any kind of 
nuclear attack — and that is all that is necessary to 
prevent nuclear war. 

It is vital that for the future Britain retains and 
develops this capacity. 

There is a danger, on the other hand, that if the 
mentality of those who have created ‘nuclear-free 
zones’ prevails over the affairs of this country — as 
indeed it might do — we could one day put ourselves 
once again back in the position that Hiroshima and. 
Nagasaki were in 1945, and with the same 
consequences! 


The bomb on 
Hiroshima. 
According to 
current leftist | 
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THE DRUG CULT: AN ALIEN 


IMPORT 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT examines the Asian role in- 
an industry that is destroying the lives of hundreds of 
thousands of young Britons 


THE MOST MOVING EXPERIENCE OF 
my pre-war schooldays was the singing in 
school assembly of Kipling’s hymn Land of 
my birth. The sentiments contained in it were 
unchallenged and accepted and they seemed 
to possess the moral authority of a God-given 
truth. The question which then assailed our 
young minds was: were we of the necessary 
moral and spiritual calibre to reach the high 
standards which our membership of the 
British race, through destiny, had placed us 
under the obligation to meet? We would 
strive and sacrifice for our race and nation 
but would we prove worthy in the end? 

This moral challenge inspired us to pursue 
excellence in all things: in achievement, 
conduct and self-sacrifice. It also fostered the 
conviction that if we strove and then failed we 


had at least given our all in the service of our. 


country. We were confident, proud and 
reassured by Britain’s greatness and the 
benefits it had brought the world by its 
‘singular achievements, and in our eyes the 
greatest of all moral crimes was to let our 
country or ourselves down. Mean and 
despicable behaviour were indellible stains 
on one’s character and an adverse reflection 
on ones’s family. Honour was everything, 
and the collective honour of the British people 
was expressed in our country’s nobility, 
integrity and achievement. 

The achievements of those generations 
committed to honour and patriotism are 
enshrined in the many British graves in 
foreign fields where our countrymen served 
as soldiers, administrators, explorers and 
medical missionaries. These people served 
their country selflessly and were motivated by 
the highest ideals and patriotic principles. 
These ideals ran across the restrictive lines of 
class divisions and social privilege, and they 
constituted the reposed, sacred truths of the 
British people and their British culture. The 
Latin dictum mens sana in corpore sano (a 
healthy mind in a healthy body) provided the 
basis for the personal aspirations of the young 
people of the pre-war and immediate post-war 
generations. A large section of the pre-war 
generation was materially deprived, but in 
comparative terms they were spiritually and 
morally enriched. It is significant that the 
German National Socialists also adopted and 
were inspired by that truistic Latin dictum, 

which was translated into gesunder geist in 
gesunden korper. 

The carnage of the Second World War 
between racially compatible countries like 


Britain and Germany eroded the basis of well 
ordered European societies and in the post- 
war years high principles of living were 
replaced by the cult of ‘permissiveness’, 
racial pollution and the unnatural perversions 
which, only now, are reaping natural 
retribution. Alas! This article is not about the 
noble and the inspired but, conversely, about 
the ultimate defilement of our heritage — a 
defilement which stands in sharp contrast to 
the idealism of the generations which were 
inspired by Kipling and the British ideal. It is 
about the corruptive drug culture and the evil 
men and weak politicians who are the 
instruments of its creation 

In the pre-war years, before television 
became the universal opiate, if one wished to 
be mildly horrified one read the thrillers of 
Arthur Conan Doyle and Edgar Wallace. 
Mild they were, devoid of excessive violence 
and gratuitous sexual gymnastics and in them 


good always triumphed over evil — which 


provided an exemplary lesson in morality. 
Even the arch-villains, such as Dr. Fu 
Manchu and the sinister Professor Moriarty, 
possessed a certain obscure human dignity 
and committed their heinous crimes with 
appropriate discretion. 


OPIUM 


The most fiendish institution to emerge 
from the pages of these thrillers was the 
opium den, usually situated in Soho, where 
expatriate Chinese smoked hashish under the 
influence of the Chinese ‘tongs’. It was all 
very alien and un-British and the readers of 
these novels were amazed by this literary 
degradation but they reassured themselves by 
the thought that after all it was only ‘fiction’ 
and that no decent Chinese, and certainly no 
Briton, could ever fall to such depths. The 
idea that amyome would ever engage in 
pursuits which resulted in self-inflicted body 
wounds and then expect society to sacrifice to 
pay for their remedial treatment was beyond 
that generation’s comprehension. And the 
idea that this country could be colonised by 
aliens from the Indian sub-continent who 
would, along with other white anti-social 
elements, import and distribute narcotics, 
and that the police of this country would be 
required to maintain a ‘low profile’ while a 
large section of British youth was driven into 
drug-addiction, would have seemed more 
fictional and incredible than anything 


produced by the pens of Conan Doyle or 
Edgar Wallace. 

Yet in 1985, nearly 100 years after 
Rudyard Kipling wrote the stirring words of 
the hymn Land of my birth, that is the 
situation with which we are now confronted . 
in this country. Most parts of Britain today are 
affected by the drug problem, and certainly 
all those areas which have a large ‘ethnic 
minority’ population. My study here, which 
is perhaps a mirror image of the situation in 
other areas, relates primarily to the situation 
in the West Riding of Yorkshire. 

The open selling of drugs from stalls at last 
year’s ‘rock festival’, held at Nostell Priory, 
near Wakefield, the ancient family seat of 
Lord St. Oswald, brought into focus the easy 
availability of those drugs and the prevalence 
of open drug-trafficking. Journalists, who are 
not the most shockable of the human species, 
were horrified and put into a state of abject 
terror by the behaviour of a violent cult of 
sub-humans called ‘Convoy’, who protected 
the drug-pushers from the police by hurling 
stones and indulging in aggressive conduct 
involving the use of bayonets. The police 
adopted a ‘low profile’ approach, and 
journalists who protested against the illegality 
of the proceedings were attacked and evicted 
from the grounds by the narcotic trading 
thugs. Several newspapers, led by the 
Yorkshire Post, initiated programmes of 
investigative journalism into the drug trade 
following this monstrous event. The results of 
their investigations casts doubt upon the 
wisdom of the ‘low profile’ approach the 
police adopted — usually as a result of the 
Asian-related nature of the offences — and in 
general reflects unfavourably on the merits of 
a multi-racial society. 


SMUGGLED THROUGH HEATHROW 


It is a fact, established by newspaper 
investigators and widely reported in the press, 
that most heroin entering the United Kingdom 
is smuggled through Heathrow Airport by 
Asians. When Ray Honeyford wrote in the 
Salisbury Review that Pakistan was the 
drugs capital of the world’’ he was telling an 
inconvenient truth, which was more probably 
the reason for his subsequent persecution than 
his educational views. Consignments of 
drugs worth many thousands of pounds reach 
Heathrow daily and are delivered to whole- 
salers via the motorway network. Heroin 
supplies are ordered mainly from Bradford, 
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but itis alleged that Sheffield is the North of 
England’s main distribution point, with the 
depressed steel town of Rotherham having the 
worst addiction levels in Yorkshire. Regions 
where the problems are most acute are those 
containing the major cities: the London area, 
the North, the North West and the West 
Midlands — although I have seen cannabis 
smoked quite openly in the elegant streets of 
Harrogate. The Yorkshire Post of May 20th 
1985 published a report in which it stated:- 


“Britain is in the grip of a heroin epidemic of 
such proportions that its very excess has taken 
the authorities by surprise. There is mounting 

“evidence — some of it presented in these 
pages — that the cheapness and easy 
availability of heroin has created a major drug 
problem not only in our major cities but also 
in the smaller towns and rural areas. Agencies 
such as the police and the Customs and Excise 
are under-staffed and sometimes ill-equipped 
to stem, let alone turn, the mounting tide. 
‘The vast majority of health authorities 

-hardly have any idea of the extent of the 
problem they are facing, let alone how to deal 
with it. 

‘‘The speed with which the situation has 
developed in the iast few years has meant that 
many of these authorities already equipped 
with drug addiction facilities have found 
themselves completely overwhelmed. 
‘*Many areas have no facilities at all to treat 
drug-addiction and can only offer hospital 
treatment for those suffering from withdrawal 
symptoms. Hundreds of new addicts taking 
notifiable drugs, ARAY opiates, are being 
identified each month. 


This article, having identified the problem, 
proceeds to place the blame squarely on the 
shoulders of Asian drug-traffickers who have 
established this odious trade in the cauldron 
of disillusionment and multi-culturalism 
which passes for a society in contemporary 
Britain. The report continues:- — 


‘The vast majority of heroin consumed, in 
ever increasing quantities, originates from 
Pakistan. It travels thousands of miles across 
continents, making fotunes for some Asian 
‘Mr. Bigs’ and bringing destitution and 
destruction to others. 

‘‘Within hours of our reporters going in 
search of heroin they had found it in the 
Rotherham and Sheffield area, which with 
Bradford is regarded as the drugs capital of 
the North of England. 

‘*At the Perseverance Hotel in Bradford they 
bought heroin with the minimum of trouble 
and were told there was a constant supply. 
Here, in an establishment with a drinks 
licence until 1 a.m., where drugs are sold and 
used regularly in the bar, ‘joints’ are actually 
made up in the bar and the business of drug- 
dealing in the streets at night takes on the 


to buy substances from West Indians in the 
streets around the Perseverance. 

‘*At the Blues Club in Sheffield’s Spital Hill 
one of our reporters was beaten up and robbed 
after purchasing a gramme of heroin for £85 


from a dealer parked on the main road 
outside. 


‘*A cocaine deal was arranged in Barnsley 
through a dealer who travelled to London 
and back in a day bus for what he called a 
‘shipping order’ for various drugs. 

‘The Hayfield Public House in Leeds 
resembles a street bazaar as young Blacks 
compete openly to sell a wide range of 


cannabis products. Harder drugs were said to - 


be available by special arrangement. A 


similar situation exists here to that at the 


Toxteth. On Sunday, August 4th, the Sunday 
Post published a horrifying report under the 
heading “‘Drugs from the ice cream van’’. It 
said:- 


‘A sinister rew trade has developed on the 
streets of Glasgow. A small number of ice 
cream traders are selling cannabis and heroin 
from their vans. It is horrifying legitimate 
traders, police and ice cream companies. 
‘One trader, who asked to remain 
anonymous for fear of reprisals, said that the 
drug-dealing goes on mainly in the sprawling 
housing schemes of Cartyne, Castlemilk, 
Easterbrook, Garthamlock, maraa and 
Rucharzie. 

‘‘Drugs are sold in two ways - — either in 
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Perseverance, with drug deals inside and 


_ outside the building taking place constantly. 
‘If individual deals for £5 or even £2 seem 
inconsequential to some people, the fact is 


that heroin can be bought by a curious 
teenager for £10 a ‘wrap’. It is possible to 
become addicted in one week. 

“The report of a professional analyst engaged 
by the Yorkshire Post shows that all the drugs 
purchased were authentic. 

‘‘The police and the Customs and Excise 
investigators face innumerable handicaps in 
their fight against drugs abuse. And of course 
it would be naive to presume that the problem 
will go away simply by closing down 
establishments referred to here. Yet it would 
be a start. Police worries about triggering off 
potential race riots (author’s emphasis) are 
relevant, but they are drawing the line too 


2> 


soon. 


NATIONAL PROBLEM 


atmosphere of a bazaar. 
‘On a recent Friday night almost 100 deals 


took place in the streets in the hour before ` 


midnight. On a Saturday, in daylight, 18 cars 
pulled up, 16 of them containing white youths 
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The examples given in the above article are 
microscopic in respect of the magnitudeof the 
problem nationally. Since the date of the 
above article a 14-year-old boy Jason Fitz- 
simmons has died from heroin addiction in 


A club in one of Britain’s coloured ghettos, where narcotics are freely pushed and taken. 
Police are afraid to move in for fear of causing a ‘race riot’. 


small plastic bags at £5 or £10 a time or 
wrapped in silver paper and pushed into the 
hollows of ice cream cones. The ice cream 
man then covers the top with a scoop of ice 
cream. Again cost is £5 or £10 a time and 
customers are mainly aged from 16 to 20 
years of age.”’ 


The coroner presiding over the inquest on — 
Jason Fitzsimmons made a poignant 
observation that these young drug addicts are 
the fathers and mothers of the future (if they 
ever survive). What hope then for their 
children? 


ASIAN “MR. BIGS’ 


The drug pushers, as nauseating as they 
are, are only the sharp end of an industry 
controlled from Asia which spreads its 
tentacles throughout those countries where 
Asians have been permitted to settle. The 
base of this industry is composed of a ruthless 
group of Asian ‘Mr. Bigs’ who are known to 
the police and to their communities in Britain 
and who continue to exist through their 
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capacity for intimidation and through the wet 
. fear of the British Establishment of enforcing 
the law in case of resulting racial violence. 

The premier drugs baron of Bradford is one 
Mohammed Iqbal, who is reputed to have 
earned more than ‘£1 million: a year from 
trafficking in heroin. He is known within the 
Pakistani community as ‘The Khan’ and 
conducts himself with the arrogance and ease 
of an eastern potentate. He is reputed to have 
gambled up to £100,000 a night in local 
casinos and boasts of his prowess with 
women and skill as professional gambler. He 
claims that the source of his considerable 
personal fortune is his legitimate business in 
Bradford conducted in association with his 
two brothers, Sultan Bahadur Khan and 
Mohammad Bahadur Khan (alias Jhalla Khan 
and also known as the Crazy Khan). He 
claims that his grocery business yielded 
£2,000 a week in the 1970s, when the average 
wage of a worker was £30 a week. In an inter- 
view with a Yorkshire Post reporter he 
stated:- 


‘‘We also had a flourishing business sending 
remittances to dependants of Pakistani 
workers back home through an illegal 
‘Hundi’ (slip) system and we made a lot of 
money from this business. We also had a 
flourishing business with Afghan importers 
through Pakistan. We never had and still 
don’t have any problems with money. Our 
kinfolk from Walsa live in their hundreds in 
Bradford, Leeds and Sheffield and other 
British cities. °’ 


PRIVILEGED BACKGROUND 


Mohammed Iqbal was born into a family of 
wealthy landowners in Pakistan on August 1st 
1952 and arrived in Bradford 17 years ago. 
He was not motivated to emigrate to Britain in 
a quest for work like so many of his fellow 
countrymen but by Britain’s lifestyle in the 
so-called Swinging Sixties. Iqbal’s love of 
gambling brought him into contact with a 
Briton called William Butterfield, an 
established dealer in amphetamines. 
Butterfield convinced Iqbal that by using his 
contacts within the Pakistani community the 
two could make a fortune out of the 
developing heroin trade. Many prominent 
operators in the Pakistani-controlled heroin 
business originate in the upper echelons of 
Pakistani society, all with good family 
connections and capital resources to fund the 
operational costs of this pernicious 
industry. Iqbal therefore had an ideal 
pedigree. He quickly established a network of 
agents in London, Bradford, Leeds and 
Amsterdam. He was involved in the heroin 
trade, as a principal operator, for over 6 
years, during which time he seemed adept at 
avoiding the attentions of the police. He took 
advantage of the typical Pakistani wall-of- 
silence technique which is activated by 
members of that community to thwart the 
police whenever a member of the community 
is subject to investigation. Within the 
Pakistani community it is alleged that Iqbal is 


revered by the old and hero-worshipped by 


the young, who vie to imitate his style and 
mannerisms. 


MURDER CHARGE 


On June 7th 1982 Iqbal was arrested and 
charged with the murder of a former school 
friend from his days in Pakistan, a taxi driver 
by the name of Sultan Mahmood, who had 
been stabbed repeatedly and whose body had 
been dumped on waste ground near Bradford 
city centre in February 1979. After taking 
1,700 statements from members of. the 
immigrant community, detectives, 
entirely surprisingly, failed to prove their 
case against Iqbal and he was acquitted of 
murder at Leeds Crown Court on March 2nd 
1983. The police had reason to believe that 
the killing was linked to drug-smuggling and, 
despite Iqbal’s acquittal on the murder 
charge, they continued. their investigations 
into his link with the heroin trade. 
Coincidentally, Iqbal’s mentor and former 
accomplice, William Butterfield, had been 
arrested by the Rotherham police on a number 
of alleged offences relating to trafficking in 
drugs simultaneously to the Bradford police 
investigation into Iqbal’s drug empire. 
Butterfield, in attempting to bargain for 
leniency, informed the police of the intensive 
involvement of Iqbal in the importation of 
heroin into Britain. 

Iqbal was arrested on February 22nd 1984 
and he made a written statement to the police 
admitting his role in the illegal importation 
and marketing of heroin. On March Sth, 
having been in custody for two weeks, he was 
released on bail on condition that he surrender 
his passport. He then used a false passport and 
fled to Pakistan, a  non-Commonwealth 
country with which Britain has no bi-lateral 
extradition treaty. The reasons for the bench 
granting bail to such a notorious character 
have not been disclosed, neither will the 
Bradford Magistrates Court reveal the names 
of the justices who were responsible for the 
granting of Iqbal’s bail. In a multi-racial city 
like Bradford, with a number of Asians on the 
bench, one must wonder! Following Iqbal’s 
predictable departure, Mr. Martin Flannery, 
Labour MP for Sheffield Hillsborough and a 
man not known for any anti-immigrant views, 
wrote to the Home Secretary insisting that 
Iqbal be returned to Britain to face drug 
trafficking charges concerning ‘transactions 
involving millions of pounds. He was joined 
in this demand by MPs from all sides of the 
House. AT 

Iqbal now resides in his native Walsa in 
Pakistan, safe in the knowledge that he is 
unlikely to be extradited to face drug 
trafficking charges in Britain and having left 
his brothers behind to continue the lucrative 
family business in Bradford. He has also left 
behind those whose lives he has destroyed — 
a matter of indifference to him and which will 
cause him little remorse. This catalogue of 
criminal exploitation and human misery is the 


penalty that Britain pays for allowing aliens 


not ' 


like Iqbal to practise their alien customs, 
morals and standards in this our country. _ 

The Sunday Telegraph of August 4th 1985 
published a revealing report under the 
heading ‘‘Hanging of. drug dealers 
acclaimed’’. It reported that two Australians, 
Brian Chambers of Perth and Kevin Barlow 
of Adelaide, had been sentenced to death by 
the Malaysian High Court for drug- 
trafficking. Two public opinion polls taken — 
by television stations in Melbourne and Bris- 
bane showed that in the samples taken 80 per- 
cent of the people interviewed were in favour 
of the death penalty being carried out in 
respect of the two drug-traffickers. There 
was, however, a plea for leniency from the 
Premier of Western Australia, who asked that 
the death penalty be commuted to life impris- 
onment. Judge Mohammed Dzaiddin said 
that under the law of Malaysia he had no 
alternative but to sentence the men to hang. 
He said: “*I have had occasion to state in an 
earlier case that the laws of Malaysia make no 
distinction with regard to nationality, colour 
or race of the offender, be he a national of this 
country or a foreigner.’’ No doubt pressure 
will be brought to bear upon Malaysia to show 
clemency to these despicable specimens of 
manhood: but that we in Britain had the laws, 
the courts and the will to dispense capital 
punishment for this most dastardly capital 
crime! | 

What is the solution to this largely 
Pakistani-induced sickness which today 
afflicts our country and its people? Firstly we. 
must recognise that it is a disease of our 
permissive, multi-racial, confused society. 
Drug-taking in Britain was virtually unknown 
before the sixties and it has increased in direct 
proportion to the influx of alien racial 
elements into this country.. As stated in the 
Yorkshire Post report:- 


‘Heroin is now so freely available it is 
staggering even to someone like me. 

‘‘The Asians are almost exclusively behind 
its arrival in this country and subsequent dist- 
ribution and it is the biggest money-making 
business imaginable. They won’t be stopped 
easily because the rewards are virtually 
irresistible. The organisers. are often 
responsible members of the community who 
seem largely untouchable.’’ 


THE ANSWER 


The long-term answer to the drug problem 
is the returning to power of a Nationalist Gov- 
ernment and the repatriation or resettlement 
overseas of the whole of the ethnic minority 
community. The problem, however, has now 
become so grave that one must look to short- 
term solutions within the present structure of 
our society. The death penalty should be 
made available for all drug-trafficking, either 
in the capacity of an importer, distributer or 
peddler. It is evident that Malaysia, a country 
with a longer experience of drug-related. 
problems than ourselves, finds this type of 
legislation necessary and effective. 
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THE DRUG CULT: AN ALIEN 
IMPORT 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Deportation should be used against those 
members of the ethnic minority groups who, 
using the wall of silence technique, seek to 
subvert the course of justice by obstructing 
the processes of criminal investigation. 
Those who become addicted to drugs 
should not be cossetted and become the 
recipients of scarce resources at the expense 
of more essental and worthy needs. Therapy 
perhaps, but also discipline and the hard 
lesson that theirs is not only a self-inflicted 
wound but a wound inflicted upon their 
country and upon future generations. Their 
self-inflicted suffering will be the means of 
mortifying their flesh to save their souls and 
to discourage similar temptation in the future. 
In his speech in Newcastle-upon-Tyne on 
August 3rd John Tyndall reminded his 
audience, and in particular assembled 
members of the British National Party, of the 
need to observe high standards of personal 
morality and he also referred to the golden 
mean of modeiation. He emphasised that 
even before we achieve power it is important 
that we practise in our own lives the principles 
giving rise to a sound, healthy and strong 
nation. He spoke of the importance of 
marriage within one’s own race and the need 
to raise a family in a responsible, cultured, 


moral domestic environment, with care for 
body health and fitness occupying a high 
priority. He spoke of our obligations to our 


country and people. In contrast to the: 


mainstream ilk of politicians, Mr. Tyndall 
spoke of a moral society based upon 
teachings that would strengthen the fabric of 
our nation through honour, self-discipline 
and self-sacrifice and remove the moral 
weakness caused by permissive liberalism, 
which is the culture which has spawned most 
of our social maladies including the iniquity 
of drug-abuse. He spoke of Nationalists 
becoming a state within the state, a society in 
themselves, preserving those ideals that made 
our country great. | 


POLITICIANS FAIL TO GIVE ANY 
MORAL LEADERSHIP 


Politicians usually are preoccupied mainly 
with acquiring mere ‘clones’ to put crosses on 
ballot papers and are concerned with 
achieving power to promote their own 
sectional self-interest. They have, in general, 
little interest in morality or human 
improvement — or indeed in respecting the 
body as the temple of the soul. They care only 
about vote-grubbing, behaving like political 
chameleons and saying that which they think 
will ensure their return to parliament. They 
are not concerned with spiritual qualities 
which separate man from the lower animals 
— indeed during these politicians’ period of 


` 


stewardship man has descended to a most 
debased, corrupt materialism, as manifested 
in our society by violence, drug abuse, sexual 
perversions and alcoholism in high places. 
Are our current crop of drug addicts the 
victims of the society that our permissive, 
multi-racial liberals have created? The 
answer must be an emphatic ‘Yes!’ It is 
equally true, however, that no man can 
escape responsibility for his own conduct as 
related to the environment in which he lives. 
After all, the unemployed in the 1930s did not 
turn to drugs, and the Jarrow marchers did not 
indulge in solvent abuse, even though they 
lived under much harsher conditions than the 


- socially ‘disadvantaged’ of ‘contemporary 


times. The answer to our problems, as John 
Tyndall has indicated, lies in creating the 
right national and social environment: an 
environment permeated by sound moral and 
educational precepts; an environment moved 
by idealism and a sense of national pride and 
purpose, together with self-respect. Those 
who have succumbed to drugs in our present 
cauldron of moral dissipation must be re-edu- 
cated in preparation for their induction into 
a Nationalist society, and the remoulding of 
their fragile, indulgent characters will be 
given an importance at least equal to any con- 
ventional form of drug therapy. As for the 
reptiles of the drug industry themselves, they 
will have no future in a Nationalist Britain — 
Why, on second thoughts, should I qualify 
this statement? Better to say they will have 
no future! 


SUMMER MADNESS 


Universal campaign against South Africa is indicative 
of a Western death-wish, says JOHN TYNDALL 


PEOPLE FAMILIAR with Jean Raspail’s 
outstanding novel Camp of the Saints will 
know that the author’s chief theme in that 
book is the death-wish of the Western World. 
A fleet of old boats containing a million 
migrants sets out from India and heads 
towards Europe, eventually to dock and 
deposit its load in France. The occupants of 
the boats have made no arrangements to be 
received, housed or given jobs in the land of 


‘their destination. Most of them are not even 


travelling on passports. They have simply 
taken to the seas sure in the knowledge that 
when they get to the end of their journey 
the ‘liberal conscience’ of the Europeans will 
ensure that no barriers are placed in the way 
of their landing, whatever the enormous 
expense to their hosts and whatever upheaval 
is involved in the lives of those people who 
have to make way to make room for them. 
Raspail’s work is most notable for the 
searing portrait it paints of the several 
varieties of race renegade in the Western 
World that serve to prepare the ground for 
this alien invasion: politicians on the make 
who tailor their every utterance to the 
specifications of the current consensus; gurus 
of the mass media who set themselves up ds 
the helmsmen of popular thought; wacky 
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priests who salivate words like ‘humanity’ and 
‘brotherhood’ as if dogs responding to 
Pavlov’s bells; degenerates and nihilists who 
welcome anything that will hasten the end 
of the civilisation they have been taught to 
hate. They are all there, parading like the 
characters of Peter Simple’s satire column 
come to life, and each vying with the other 
to strike the most masochistic postures 
symbolising the White Man’s guilt. 

This unwholesome cavalcade seemed to 
have reappeared to put on a repeat perform- 
ance in the orgy of self-righteous denunciation 
that greeted the recent response of the South 
African Government to what was obviously 
a clear attempt to mount an insurrection in 
its territory and bring the country to its 
knees. A series of riots broke out in various 
black townships, the chief victims of which 
seemed to be Blacks themselves — Blacks, 
that is, who did not share the view of the 
rioters that South Africa would be better 
off under a non-white Marxist Government 
and were prepared to co-operate with the 
European leaders of the country in the 
maintenance of peace and order based on 
the principles of racial separation which, so 
far, have enabled the country’s non-Whites 


to achieve living standards miles in excess of | 


those known anywhere else on the African 
Continent. 


SAVAGERY 


The manner of these attacks by Blacks on 
their co-racials amounted to nothing more 
than primaeval savagery. One young man was 
caught by a mob and simply beaten to pulp. 
In another place a woman was seized upon 
and burnt alive. Even film shots shown on 
British TV news broadcasts, produced by 
people clearly on the side of the rioters, could 
not conceal their half-crazed demeanour as 
they thronged across the screen in that weird 
war dance reminiscent of the Zulus at 
Rorke’s Drift, but without the latter’s 
discipline and with the additional showing of 
clenched fist salutes which made clear the 
source both of their training and their 
sympathies. The thought immediately must 
have struck the unbiased viewer: are these the 
people they actually envisage giving power? 
Good God, they must be insane! 

There is of course a large element of 
insanity in the present clamour against White 
South Africa but that does not alter the fact 
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BLACK SAVAGERY IN SOUTH AFRICA 


An African lies murdered in the street. He is one of many. In the background are members of the mob. The salutes tell their own story. 


that those creating and leading the clamour 
are people who know exactly what they are 
doing — a subject to which I shall return. 

lt is perhaps apt, in illustrating the full 
enormity of the current anti-South African 
drive, that the present upheavals in South 
Africa should occur at exactly the same time 
as in another part of Africa millions are dying 
or about to die through starvation and disease, 
and a vast rescue operation is calling for 
considerable resources among the Western 
nations who are bearing the main brunt of it. 
In Ethiopia and The Sudan we see, writ 
large, what happens to an African country 
when it is left to Africans to run, manage 
and direct. Other countries throughout the 
African Continent governed under similar 
circumstances differ from these two only in 
the degrees of misery and chaos presently 
being experienced. By and large, the 
Continent has become a huge slum of human 
squalor, . governmental incompetence and 
corruption and, in places, naked terror by 
African against African. The whole picture 
is a monumental testimony to the folly of 
the anti-colonialist policies which became the 
norm to be followed by Western governments 
in the wake of World War II. 

In a world ruled by reason, the modern 
heirs to those Western governments would 
now be acknowledging the errors of their 
predecessors and undertaking a drastic 
revision of their countries’ policies towards 
Africa, facing the Africans with the blunt 
alternatives of cither submitting themselves 
to a revived form of colonial administration 
by Europeans or facing the consequences of 


their own preference for ‘independence’ by 
carrying themselves the load of their peoples’ 
poverty and not expecting outsiders to bail 
them out of every crisis. In any event, such 
governments should at least welcome one 
silver lining among the dark clouds of the 
African skyline: the fact that in South Africa 
something similar to the colonial system has 
been preserved, there is order and stability, 
sound and efficient government and com- 
parative prosperity for all the country’s 
races — comparative, that is, to what would 
be their lot were they to live in any other 
part of the Continent. 

But no, this is not the case. 

Far from acknowledging the folly of de- 
colonisation, Western governments of today 
do not for one moment call that policy into 
question but continue to uphold it as sensible 
and right, as of course du the majority of 
those who represent ‘fashionable’ and 
‘enlightened’ opinion in the countries 
concerned. And far from welcoming the fact 
that South Africa maintains the old standards 
of efficient government and economic 
progress for all races that was the norm in 
most of the one-time colonial territories, they 
all band together to brand South Africa as 
the world’s number-one ogre and in every 
way quite beyond the pale of civilisation! 


INSANITY OR SWIMMING 
WITH TIDE? 
Have the heads of these Western govern- 


ments lost their minds? Are they really 
genuinely caught up in this prevailing 


gesture 


insanity? Or are they simply cynically 
swimming with a tide they know to be 
flowing in a false and wrong direction but 
which they feel they cannot alter and there- 
fore may as well join? I do not profess to 
know, because the minds of people of this 
kind are minds that I simply cannot get into 
and even begin to understand. I only know 
that a world which accepts such people as 
‘leaders’ is a world headed sooner or later 
for the abyss. ; 

As for the great legions of the bleeding 
hearts who of late have found a cause celebre 
beyond their wildest dreams in the ‘Live Aid’ 
campaign to bring relief to Ethiopia and The 
Sudan, and whose haloes protrude with 
almost indecent prominence in every public 
and utterance of their leading 
activators, what are we to think of them?’ 
This question struck me as some weeks ago 
I turned on my television and found myself 
witnessing their hysterical jamboree at 
Wembley promoted to raise money for their 
starving black brethren. It was of course 
appropriate that the ‘music’ that they pur- 
veyed for hour upon hour to their entranced 
audience, both in the stadium and in front 
of TV sets worldwide, was thoroughly 
symbolic of the barbarism and chaos of the 
continent in whose cause they were pro- 
fessedly staging their show. Ten seconds of it’ 
was enough to make me switch channels in 
search of alternative viewing but when, hours 
later, I reverted to the same channel again I 
found myself beholding exactly the same 
scene.. Trying to shut my mind to the 
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SUMMER MADNESS 


_ (Contd. from prev. page) — 


‘horrific noise, for a few minutes I studied the 

appearance and gyrations of the performers, 
wondeéring in the end whether I was watching 
beings that had descended from another 
planet. Watching this scene and wilting under 
the intolerable din that accompanied it, I 
could not help being overwhelmed by the 
thought that what I was witnessing was not 
a noble crusade but an exhibition of the 
death-dance of European Man. This impres- 
sion was heightened by the sure knowledge 
that those promoting the event, if questioned 
as to their attitudes towards South Africa, 
would in one voice shriek forth a yowl of 
condemnation as deafening as the electronic 
torture that is their stock-in-trade. Yet what 
would be the consequence of the black take- 
over Of South Africa of which they would 
certainly approve? The reversion, before very 
long, to the same level of hunger and chaos 
prevailing throughout the rest of Africa, 
with their own black darlings the chief 
sufferers as a matter of certainty. Then no 
doubt these same people would be piously 
telling us all that it is our solemn duty to 
fork out millions more to relieve the starving 
in that part of the world, just as everywhere 
else! 

Can these people really be the morons that 
their actions and attitudes make them appear? 
I doubt it. Studying the scruffy apparition 
with the Irish accent but Jewish name and 
looks who seems to be the chief activator in 
the mammoth ‘Live Aid’ operation, I would 
Observe that he does not exactly have the 
aspect of a saint — while at the same time he 
clearly is not a fool. Someone able to super- 
vise and motivate the gigantic programme in 
question with the success that he did has to 
have his marbles about him, whatever else. 
What then is Mr Geldof in it for? Or, more 
to the point, what is in it for him? In terms 
of direct financial advantage, probably 
nothing — for it is no doubt necessary for 
him to be able to claim, with truth, that he 
has not derived a single penny from his 
labours. But in the process of the whole 
business he has suddenly become a larger- 
than-life world figure. He will from now on 
bask in the sunlight of approval of ‘liberals’, 
‘progressives’, internationalists and humanist- 
moralisers everywhere — and for someone 
whose career is in contemporary ‘showbiz’ 
that is not exactly going to be a handicap! 
“The same may be said of the other kings and 
queens (of both sexes) of the ‘pop’ fraternity 
who gave their services to the enterprise free 
of charge. All of them enjoyed their little 
glow of goodness as they paraded their 
humanitarian ‘commitment’ before the 
world’s TV cameras and reaped the untold 
benefits of self-publicisation in the process. 


PREVAILING ETHOS 


What might seem to be a digression in the 
foregoing paragraphs is in fact not so, 
because it describes developments that are 
very much part and parcel of the process 
now affecting South Africa. My point is to 
illustrate the relationship between the forces 
presently trying to bring South Africa to its 
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knees because it is seen as a bastion of white 
‘racism’ and the perverse and hysterical 
infatuation of our ‘trendy’ classes for every 


race under the sun but those of their own 


kin — and the more lowly, wretched and 
incapable the greater the infatuation is. 
Move heaven and earth to rescue the bushman 
and the hottentot from his own self-imposed 
degradation — while in the meantime let 
forth a symphony of hate against a small 
band of white men and women who, almost 
alone among our Own race, maintain their 
pride and self-respect and a healthy will to 
survive. That is the ethos of our times. 

That this ethos should prevail among the 
legions of hairy freaks who bear the banners 
of Lenin and Trotsky is of course quite 
predictable. The axes they have to grind are 
pretty well known and capable of instant 
recognition. What is much more revealing is 
the fact that the position of these warriors 
of the left is shared, in all except the smallest 
details, by the British and Western Establish- 
ment. No sooner had the security forces in 
South Africa responded, as they were duty 
bound to respond, to the terror and violence 
by firm measures of law enforcement than 
pompous and self-righteous communiques 
were flying forth from the British and other 
European Governments condemning — not 
the rioting, looting and killing by lawless 
mobs — but the shocking fact that the 
authorities in South Africa were actually 
showing that they did not intend to let it 
continue! Amongst those joining in this 
unctious chorus was our own Foreign 
Secretary, Sir Geoffrey Howe, who managed 
to lodge his formal protest to the South 
African Government for maintaining law and 
order in its own country while keeping a 
Straight face throughout the entire act — 
some feat! 

Following this little exercise in contem- 
porary diplomacy, fresh outbreaks of mob 
violence occurred in South Africa, again 
without condemnation from ‘civilised’ 
opinion in the Western nations, but once 
more as soon as the South African police 
and army moved into the areas concerned 


„Over 


with a view to restoring the peace and putting 
the mobsters down the familiar storm of 
protest burst forth again, this time in the 
form of a joint declaration of outrage by the 
Foreign Ministers of the members of the EEC, 
with a number of them — not yet including 
Britain — enacting the ludicrous ritual of 
withdrawing their ambassadors from Pretoria 
for ‘consultation’, always a silly posture 
engaged in by governments more concerned 
with show than with substance. Just what 
were the ambassadors and their governments 
supposed to ‘consult’ about — other than 
matters which could equally easily be 
discussed by telephone? No, the withdrawal 
was purely a gesture made against South 
Africa in the manner in which a teacher 
would admonish a recalcitrant schoolboy. 
Sensible and self-respecting South Africans - 
and there are more of them around than in 
most places elsewhere - will lose no sleep 
over such a piece of insanity but will just 
regard it as yet another example of the 
infantile state of mind of the outside world. 


SANCTIONS ARGUMENT: 


Of more substantial effect is the propo- 
sition that South Africa, since she has com- 
mitted the heinous crime of not permitting 
crazed savages to run amok in her streets, 
burning and destroying everything that takes 
their fancy, should become the target of 
universal economic sanctions. A number of 
countries of the West have already com- 
mitted themselves in favour of this step, but 
in Britain so far no move towards sanctions 
has been made, the politicians being divided 
the question of their usefulness. 
Characteristically, the division has centred 
entirely on the question of whether sanctions 
against South Africa will benefit or harm the 
black population there, with the Conserva- 
tives being in a majority opposed to them on 
the grounds that their main effect will be 
harmful. Of course what is harmful to South 
Africa’s Whites is not a matter fora moment’s 
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BLACK TOWNSHIP 
These houses are typical of those available to most of South Africa’s Blacks. They are far 
superior to dwellings available to black people anywhere else in Africa. 


consideration; if sanctions damaged the 
Whites but left the Blacks undamaged, then 
they would meet with overwhelming approval 
from all parties across the spectrum, the 
Tories included, but the thought that they 
could have an adverse effect on the welfare 
of God’s specially favoured creatures of the 
non-white pedigree is enough to prick the 
Tory conscience into impassioned opposition 
to the idea. Such are the criteria by which 
the great questions of the day are decided! 

Throughout these events the stance 
adopted by the mass media was one that 
might best be described as ‘true to form’, 
with television, not surprisingly, in the 
vanguard of the anti-White South African 
campaign. British TV reporters operating in 
that part of the world seem to speak as if 
all trained in the same propaganda school, 
with voices pitched just about half an octave 
below the norm and in a tone which says: 
“What you are seeing in these pictures is of 
course the terrible but inevitable result of 
what people like me have been anticipating 
and predicting would happen under such an 
unspeakably evil system as Apartheid — can 
we really now be surprised?” Every act of 
hooliganism by Blacks has been represented 
as the natural expression of the frustrations 
of people yearning for ‘freedom’, while 
every act of law enforcement by policemen 
and soldiers has been depicted as the brutal 
backlash of an oppressive regime. Not that it 
is quite spelled out in those specific terms — 
the message lies more in the cadences of the 
commentator than in his actual script. We 
all know from the tune rather than from the 
words what we are expected to think about 
the whole business. 

Not that words have not been used here 
and there with the deliberate intention to 
deceive. One instance of this was when an 
army truck was pictured coming down a 
street with its occupants in the back scanning 
the landscape either side with a view to 
identifying rioters. “Here comes an army 
mobile patrol looking for trouble”, the 
commentator intoned — an assertion techni- 
cally correct but obviously phrased in such a 
way as to suggest that the members of the 
patrol actually were bent on causing trouble 
themselves! This was just one example of the 
many subile tricks involving a playing on 
words that have been employed by the 
media reporters with a view to casting the 
South African Whites and. their non-white 
collaborators in the worst possible light (I 
_ mention the latter because it is evident from 
the scenes of confrontation shown that no 
small number of the men assisting in the work 
of.combatting the rioters are in fact members 
of the black community evidently not 
dissatisfied with their lot under the existing 
system). 


THE ‘BISHOP’ 


A central figure in-the unstable situation 
in South Africa has been one of the great 
pets of the Western ‘liberal’ establishment, 
Bishop Desmond Tutu, Nobel prizewinner 
(of course) and unofficially acknowledged 
leader of those expected to take control of 
the country when the hoped for white 
surrender finally comes. Bishop Tutu has, as 
one would expect, been interviewed with 
great deference several times on British TV 


TUTU 
A tool of sinister powers 


and given a more than generous platform for 
the airing of his vitriolic sentiments towards 
the Government which treats him with 
remarkable tolerance. The idea has of course 
been to build up Tutu as the spokesman for 
‘moderate’ and ‘respectable’ black opinion in 
South Africa to whom everyone had better 
pay heed if his co-racialists in that country 
are not to be driven into the arms of the more 
militant elements. To this purpose no effort 
has been spared to depict Mr Tutu in the 
most favourable possible light. In one 
televised scene he was seen admonishing his 
more unruly followers for their act of pouring 
petrol over a woman and setting her on fire, 
which incident was referred to earlier in this 
article. “If you keep on doing things like 
that,” the Bishop pleaded, “the world will 
not believe that we are ready for our freedom, 
and I for one will leave this country!” In 
another scene His Grace was pictured arriving 
at a location just as a young Black was 
about to be kicked to death by a mob of 
his own brethren. Cassock flying, the Bishop 
waded in and rescued the terrified fellow 
and had him driven away safely in a car, but 
not before lecturing the mob to the effect 
that was not the right way to behave! 
Vaccuous middle class ‘liberals’ back here in 
Britain no doubt reacted to these filmshots 
by praising the Bishop for his responsible 
conduct and saying that he would be just 
the right chap to take over the Government 
in South Africa when the black victory 
comes. People, on the other hand, with that 
nasty disposition to think a little and question 
the picture of events presented to them by 
the media propagandists might ask how it 
was that Bishop Tutu just happened to 
arrive to rescue his black brother just seconds 
before he died under a barrage of boots and 
how a TV camera team just happened to be 
present at that exact moment to film what 
followed. The coincidence of events is 
indeed extraordinary — unless the whole 
incident was deliberately set up and staged 
by the Bishop’s public relations department 
for the edification of ‘world opinion’. 

But how ‘moderate’ and ‘respectable’ is 
Bishop Tutu in fact? One of my correspond- 
ents in South Africa, a man whose name I 
will keep in confidence but who I can 


assure readers is in a position to be extremely 
well informed, tells me that this upstart in 
clerical garb is on record as stating that if 
the Russians should come to South Africa 
the majority of Blacks would regard them as 
redeemers. 


FORCES BEHIND CAMPAIGN 
AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA 


Tutu is of course merely a creation of the 
dark and evil, but nevertheless extremely 
influential, forces operating at international 
level to bring about the destruction of South 
Africa. He is a suitable instrument for the 
present phase of that campaign. Later, no 
doubt, .he will be discarded when he has 
served his purpose, just as his fellow man of 
the cloth Bishop Muzorewa was discarded in 
what was formerly Rhodesia when he in his — 
turn was no longer required for the purpose 
of reconciling ‘liberal’ boobs in Britain and 
elsewhere to the idea ofa black take-over. All 
these strutting little agitators, who are no 
more than tools of powers which they cannot 
even begin to comprehend, are thrust into the 
limelight for their allotted period of time then 
cast onto the sidelines when that time has 
expired, as with Tutu it most certainly shall. 

As to the identity of these forces, to 
describe them in full detail would involve 
the expansion of this article far beyond its 
intended length. Suffice it to quote the South 
African Prime Minister, P.W. Botha, who 
when interviewed recently on American TV 
said: “The South African Communist Party 
and the African National Congress give 
instructions from London for the investiga- 
tion of revolution in South Africa.” As my 
South African correspondent says of these 
words, “This, as you will realise, is tanta- 
mount to indicting the British Government 
of hostile aggression against South Africa. 
But the essential point is that the riots are 
not ‘home made’.” 

As well as Britain, the United States is 
certainly implicated. Colonel Groenewald, 
head of the Intelligence Department of the 
South African Air Force, said after the 1976 
riots in Soweto: “The revolts and riots in 
South Africa are American-trained and 
inspired.” This is no less so of the riots 
taking place recently. 

These facts, though the truth, are not all 
the truth, however. There is no basic British 
or American national interest to be served 
in bringing down White South Africa and 
were the British or American Governments 
acting in the true interests of these two 
countries they would be supporting the 
South African Government in its task of 
putting down insurrection instead of con- 
demning it. The only explanation of their 
pursuit of opposite policies is that these 
two governments are themselves the tools 
and servants of sinister international powers 
working as much against the interests of 
Britain and the United States as against those 
of South Africa. Descriptions of the nature 
of these powers have been admirably given 
in the writings of South Africans Ivor Benson 
and S.E.D. Brown and in Britain by the late 
A.K. Chesterton, and I would better refer 
people to these writers than merely repeat 
at great length here the substance of what 
they have said. Their testimony, backed by 
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SUMMER MADNESS 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


an overwhelming weight of facts, is that the 
trouble throughout the African Continent 
since 1945 has occurred primarily at the 
instigation and promotion of International 
Finance, which power is in accord with 
International Communism in its determi- 
nation to undermine the White Man’s rule 
in Africa in order to replace it with a series 
of puppet governments, only nominally led 
by Africans, which will collaborate with the 
international financial forces in allowing them 
to get effective control over the enormous 
natural resources of Africa — of which of 
course the mineral wealth of the Republic 
of South Africa forms a vital part. These are 
the people “who know exactly what they 


are doing” and to whom I referred earlier 
in this article. 


WESTERN SICKNESS 


It remains a act, however, that there 
could not be acquiescence in the plans of 
the worlds financial elite were there not 
within the principal Western nations an all 
consuming sickness, engulfing leading 
politicians, churchmen, academics, intellect- 
uals, journalists and writers and, not least, 
businessmen. Healthy societies would react 
to the machinations of the financial wire- 
pullers in a spirit of total rejection of their 
schemes, refusing to be party to the 
destruction of civilisation in South Africa 
and the dispossession of their own racial 
kith and kin there. That the whole mass of 
‘consensus’ within these nations, including 


our own, takes the opposite position and 
positively wills this destruction and dis- 
possession is indicative of a massive racial 
death wish, and that is something confirmed 
by the fact that that very same ‘consensus’ 
likewise wills the destruction and disposses- 
sion of our own native population here in 
Britain by much the same forces as those 
now bringing chaos to South Africa. What 
has happened in Soweto and Toxteth are 
not isolated phenomena; they are part and 
parcel of the same disease. 

Sometimes it takes an event far from our 
own shores to throw the spotlight on evils 
we have at home — by drawing out of their 
rat holes and into the light of day the very 
forces that are eating away at our own 
national body. This is what the troubles in 
South Africa have done, and it is at our peril 
that we would ignore the hornet’s nest that 
they have stirred. 


NO MASTER RACE 


Condition of Israel gives lie to claims of Jewish 


‘superiority’ 


A POPULAR THEME among 
journalists and writers fond of 
crawling to ‘God’s Chosen’ is the 
theme of alleged Jewish racial ‘super- 
iority’. This is of course an idea which 
the Jews themselves are in no way 
anxious to dispel, although they would 
hasten to yell in outrage against racial 
superiority being attributed to anyone 
else. 

The basis for the theory of Jewish 
superiority is twofold: firstly the 
undeniably high scores which most 
Jews are able to achieve in tests of 
intelligence; secondly the equally 
undeniable success of Jews in 
climbing to the top of numerous 
businesses and professions in the 
countries they have settled. That this 
latter success may have something to 
do with the intense tribal solidarity 
whereby members of ‘The Chosen’ 
give a ‘leg up’ at every opportunity to 
their own kind is of course dismissed 
by pro-semites as merely ‘anti-semitic’ 
sour grapes. 


YARDSTICK 


There is, however, an excellent 
yardstick available by which we might 
measure the claim of Jewish ‘superior- 
ity’ under fair conditions of 
comparison with other races. This is 
the performance of the country the 
Jews have created and which — alone 
among the countries of the world — 
they run themselves, not merely as the 
holders of political and financial power 
but as the performers of all those other 
daily tasks necessary to keep a society 
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functioning, i.e. production, the 
maintenance of services, the keeping 
of law and order and defence of the 
realm, as well as the supplying of 
technological brains necessary for 
advanced industry — and, not least, 
the tilling of the land. 


SUBSIDIES 


Israel starts with an enormous 
advantage over other nations in the 
fact that she receives vast sums of 
money in the way of subsidies from the 
United States and Germany. Thanks to 
the titanic political clout wielded by 
their co-racialists in America, the 
Israelis are now getting yearly at least 
3.4 billion dollars of free aid and 
charity at the expense of the American 
people. In addition to this, Israelis are 
still receiving — 40 years after the end 
of World War ll ‘restitution’ 
payments from the Germans for 
alleged ‘war crimes’ which work out to 
over £7,000 a year for each Jewish 
family of four. 

Now you might think that with the aid 
of all this legalised thievery the Israeli 
economy would be thriving and the 
Israelis enjoying the highest living 
standards in the world by far. But in 
fact this just aint so! 


ECONOMY IN RUINS 


The economy of Israel is in an 
extremely bad way and has been for a 
long time. Inflation is at a level 


undreamt of in Britain, reaching at 


times over the past year as much as 
1,300 per-cent! The country is racked 
by strikes. There is a thriving black 
market. Israel is politically unstable 
and is in every way a miserable place 
to live in. Large numbers of Jews who 
have gone to live there believing it to 
be the ‘promised land’ now cannot wait 
to get out. 

All quite an extraordinary state of 
affairs for a country made up of people 
supposed to be the cleverest and most 
gifted in the worid and furthermore 
enjoying vast subsidies — including 
subsidies from the nation which, 
above all others, the Jews hate most 
vehemently. 


CONCLUSIONS 


What conclusions, then, should be 
draw from this contrast between the 
miserable performance of the world’s 
only true Jewish state and the great 
success and power which Jews have 
enjoyed elsewhere where they have 
settled? Certainly conclusions 
immediately spring to mind and a 
certain phraseology immediately 
suggests itself. Were such inner 


thoughts, however, to be put frankly to 


paper, the result would almost 
certainly be prosecution of the Editor 
of this journal and his jailing for 
offences under the Race Relations Act. 
As it would be foolish to oblige our 
enemies in this way, it is necessary to 
resort to other language. 

Shall we just say that the 
performance of Israel shows that the 
idea of Jewish ‘superiority’ falls flat. 


BLACK 


‘UNDER-ACHI 


EVEMENT’ 


An ex-liberal schoolteacher looks back on past errors 


It has been almost a decade since | left 
my job teaching history at a black high 
school in Chicago. | am just now able to 
look back on those years without feeling a 
_ knot in my stomach and a tremor in my 
hand. | often wonder how | managed to stay 
so long. 

At first my assignment to the school 
caused me no distress since it occurred 
during my “liberal phase,” when I honestly 
and truly believed that blacks were intellec- 
tually equal to whites and that all their 
problems were caused by “‘racism:’’ Oh, 
there were a few “bad apples” who gave 
blacks a poor image, but the overwhelming 
number of them were good, honest, up- 
standing citizens. | shook my head sadly 
when my father warned, “You just don’t 
know.” 

| began teaching my students with a posi- 
tive attitude about my ability to communi- 
cate ideas and their ability to be receptive. 
The results of the first test | gave them were 
so low | was shocked. | repeated the lesson, 
fearing | had done something wrong. The 
results of the second test were no better. 
Still convinced the fault was mine, I discus- 
sed the situation with more experienced 
teachers. The consensus was that | was 


wasting my time, that | might as well be’ 


trying to pour historical data into my pet 
canary. Ever the faithful liberal, however, | 
refused to believe the other teachers, cate- 
gorizing them as bigots who had obviously 
been taught prejudice at the knees of their 
parents. If my students were not learning, 
something was wrong with my method of 
teaching, although | had had no trouble in 
the past with white students. 

So | completely revised my teaching and 
switched to a system of repeated drills, 
steering clear of abstract concepts and con- 
centrating on reading and rote learning. At 
the end of the first day. my students were 
parroting the lessons. Though it was obvi- 
ous they comprehended little of what they 
were saying, | was sure that if they came to 
know the facts, understanding would auto- 
matically follow. To my horror, the next 
day’s review revealed they had forgotten 
practically everything I’d taught them. 


FRUSTRATION 


One day of frustration followed another. 
Repeating, repeating and more repeating. 
Nothing, nothing and more nothing. In my 
frustration, | asked as many teachers as 
would talk to me how | could overcome my 
obvious deficiencies. The advice | received 
was terse and to the point: “Don’t work so 
hard, don’t blame yourself. It’s them, not 
you.” The most experienced teacher was 


an elderly, intelligent, distinguished man 
nearing retirement. He confided to me that 
on Mondays he would pass out a 50-ques- 
tion true-false test. The rest of the week he 


would drill from the paper and give the 
answers. On Friday the students would be 
given an exact copy of the test. Result? An 
amazing 50% of the students passed. 


It didn’t take me long to discover that 
most teachers lowered their standards until 


they could approximate the bell-shaped 
curve so beloved by educators. If some 
teachers failed too many students, they 
were chastised by the principal, who then 


“upped” the grades. 
My talks with other newly assigned 


teachers reflected my own puzzlement. 


Finally, we decided the problem was an 
utter lack of basic reading skills. The ele- 
mentary school teachers were allowing stu- 
dents to enter high school with a second- or 
third-grade reading capability. What had 
been going on for eight years? The obvious 
conclusion was that the elementary school 
teachers were lazy, ineffective and not seri- 
ously trying to teach the disadvantaged 
black kids. We still naively believed the 
fault could not possibly be the students 
themiselves -- those poor, innocent victims 
of raciai prejudice! 

One day a teacher’s meeting was sched- 
uled for our high school and its feeder ele- 
mentary schools. We were broken into 
groups of 30 mixed-level teachers. Our at- 
tack on the grammar school teachers was 
immediate. “Why are you sending us stu- 
dents who can’t read?” We began to feel 
uncomfortable when the overworked 
teachers recorded their futile efforts to 
teach the unteachables. We were told of 
the insoluble problems and difficulties en- 
countered in attempting to impose simple 
skills on students with IQs in the 70s and 
80s. Each Weekend, each vacation, result- 
ed in almost a complete loss of what had 
previously been taught. “It is one step for- 


ward and two backwards,” the teachers 
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BLACKS LEARN LESS EASILY 


Then it was the turn of the black teachers 
to speak. They virtually accused the white 
teachers of transferring their own low ex- 
pectations to their pupils. Black teachers 
who had taught in white schools, however, 
sided with the white teachers. | left the 
meeting with the feeling that the truth could 
no longer be avoided. The majority of 
black students do not learn as easily as the 
majority of whites. In addition, they have 
difficulties retaining what they have been 
taught and have little capability for abstract 
thought and deduction. It was heresy, but | 
finally had to confess that blacks were just 
not as smart as their white counterparts. 

My last«¢teaching job was in a private 
school where the proportion of black stu- 
dents was about 1.5%. The brightest black 
students fit in fairly well with the average 
whites. One of them won scholarships to 
three Ivy League universities. Whites with 
the same or superior academic achieve- 
ment had to pay to go to iess prestigious 
schools. 

Though very few blacks are able to com- 
‘pete academically with whites, very few 
members of the teaching profession will 
dare admit it. The courageous soul who 
does admit it is immediately accused of 
being a bigot. Feeble, illogical excuses are 
as Common as grains of sand as many oth- 
erwise intelligent teachers deny reality. 

The problem of black students cannot be 
solved by forcing them into a classroom 
with whites where their lower achievement 
constantly makes them aware of their men- 
tal drawbacks. The problem can only be 
solved by educators and leaders agreeing 
that there is a difference. A few days in a 
classroom with an open mind should be 
sufficient. Only when the problem is recog- 
nized will we be able to solve it. 

THOSE WERE THE DAYS! | 
A Bradford school pictute from the 1920s. 
What would such a picture look like now? 
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MORE BOOK BURNING 


IVOR BENSON exposes a further case of suppression 
by the publishing industry 


A MAJOR LIFE of Winston Churchill, 
written by the British historian David Irving 
after nine years of research, has been turned 
down by several of the world’s leading pub- 
lishing houses as “too controversial’. And 
no smaller publisher is likely to handle a 
potential bestseller which the publishing 
giants have rejected because of the risk of 
encountering a similar ban by the world’s 
leading book distribution networks. 

The Surday Independent, Cork, Ireland, 
which recently published a lengthy interview 
with the author, says that Irving’s biography 
exposes Britain’s wartime leader as ‘‘drunken, 
cowardly and hypocritical,”"* but it is most 
unlikely that the big publishers were moti- 
vated by any tender concern about Churchill’s 
public image; on the contrary, scandalous 
books posthumously denigrating and “‘de- 
bunking’’ the famous have become a regular 
feature of the book publishing trade in 
recent years. 

Irving’s answers to the interviewer leave 
us in no doubt that what the big publishing 
houses — or, rather, those who own them — 
found wrong with the Churchill book, packed 
as it is with information drawn from sources 
hitherto closed to historians, is its likely 
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Following on from our two-part article 


“They call it ‘democracy’; we call it a racket”, 
printed earlier this year, we are reproducing 
here an important article which vitally bears 
on the theme of the previous article referred 
to. This article illustrates perfectly an impor- 
tant aspect of the ‘democratic’ fraud, under 
which the pretence is maintained that in 
‘democracies’ there is freedom of publishing 
and information, whereas in fact no real 
freedom of that kind exists; in reality the 
publishing industry, together with various 
ancillary industries on which it depends and 
which are dependent on it, can effectively 
censor any book of which the Establishment 
strongly disapproves by refusing to put it 
into print and, should it then be printed by 
some small back street firm, denying it 
publicity and reviews in the major news- 
papers and literary journals. 

This article, which deals with an example 
of such censorship at work, was written by 
Ivor Benson and first printed in his newsletter 
BEHIND THE NEWS, obtainable from PO 
Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740, South Africa. 


CHURCHILL 
Hero image demolished 


m 


IRVING 
Victim of censorship 


impact as revisionist history. 

The real reason for its rejection will thus 
be found in George Orwell's memorable 
dictum in his novel Nineteen Eighty-Four: 
“Who controls the past controls the future; 
who controls the present controls the past.” 
In other words, those who control us now 
and hope to control us in the future need to 
be able to decide what we know and what 
we think, a method of control which is quite 
impossible if conscientious investigators are 
permitted to tell us exactly what happened 


in the past. 
What makes the new Irving book more 
dangerous than much other revisionist 


history which has emerged in recent years is 
the fact that pure history is joined to a 
personal story which would shock the 
peoples of the West like few others, if any, 
published in this century. 

Only a tiny minority of truth seekers 
could be persuaded to read Professor Carroll 
Quigley’s most revealing “history of our 
century”, Tragedy and Hope, but millions 
would read the fully documented story of the 
scandalous personal life of a political leader 
who played an important part in shaping the 
world’s unfolding history during and after 
World War Il. And they cannot read that 
story without learning a great deal about the 
power realities of our times, information to 
which they have hitherto had no access. 

David Irving started work on the 
Churchill book in 1974, after finishing 11 
years on Hitler’s War, a three-volume study 
which has been reprinted again and again by 
the Macmillan Company, after having been 
Originally published by Hodder’ and 
Stoughton. The Churchill biography was 
first sold to Doubleday (USA), Hoffmann and 
Campe (West Germany) and Michael Joseph 
(UK); it was sold even before it was written 
because these publishers were all dazzled by 
the success of the. Hitler book, and trans- 
lation rights were sold at the same time in 
Italy, France and Japan, as happened with 
Irving's other books. 

Then what happened? Irving’s answer: 
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SIR: I would like to make you aware of the 
following: some weeks ago, unintentionally, 
I switched onto Channel Four and found 
myself watching Black on Black, described in 
the TV Times as ‘‘News, arts, politics and 


music from the Afro-Caribbean 
community.’’ I was amazed and disgusted at 
the anti-British, anti-White content of the 
programme. 

Shortly afterwards I watched the 
programme again, this time deliberately, and 
found in it the same attitude towards this 
country and its indigenous population. In fact 
the views and attitudes were frightening. 

It is outrageous that British TV licence 
payers should financing insulting rubbish of 
this kind. | 

) D.H. MIDGLEY 
Middlesborough, Cleveland 


SIR: I hear that a bill is going through 
parliament to stop ‘racism’ and its aim is that 
anyone living in this country found guilty of 
being a ‘racist’ will be evicted if they live on 
council property. I find this appalling and I 
shed a tear when I think of a working class 
man with his family in the streets while, very 
likely, foreigners move into his house. I 
thought we had freedom in this country, but 
obviously not! 

I am only 13 years old but even I can see the 
implications of this proposed law. For the 
sake of my generation, please fight back. 

| V. SHAW (Miss) 
Nantwich, Ches. 


SIR: After reading the June issue of your 
magazine I felt quite depressed and angry at 
the bickering and squabbles that exist 


between the BNP and NF. I do not know of | 


the internal differences and I do not really 
care. Here we are pleading for more members 
and more money and yet you continue to fight 
each other. For the country’s sake, settle your 
squabble and lets get on with the main fight — 
for Britain. Remember — unity is strength! 
NAME AND ADDRESS WITHELD 


(Editor’s note: We entirely agree with the 
sentiments contained in this letter. The only 
thing wrong with it is that it has been sent to 
the wrong address. Its contents are surely 
more appropriately directed towards the 
leaders of the National Front.) 


SIR: Stanley Clayton-Garnett is without 
doubt a tremendous asset to the BNP. A 
courageous election candidate and a Second 
World War veteran, he sets a superb example 
to our younger members. However, muchas I 
admire him I disagree with his views on 
unification with the National Front. 

For example, at a recent Manchester NF 
branch meeting a Directorate member, prior 
to his speech on the Front’s ‘ideology’, made 
a vicious attack on the British National Party 
in general and John Tyndall in particular. 

Unification with such people is in my 
opinion undesirable. I feel sure that many of 
our members wiil agree that we should forget 
the Front. 

The British National Party has a fine leader 
in John Tyndall, excellent policies and a 
sound constitution. Sufficient enough to go 
forward alone. | 

FRANK DAWBER 
Hyde, Ches. 


SIR: The issue of the two indigenous Britons 
being refused jobs by Hackney Council on the 
grounds of race is surely prima facie a case for 
the Race Relations Board. Of course there is 
just one obstacle: public support and agitation 
by the media on behalf of the two lads. 

If Messrs. Hughes and Ellis were of 
Caribbean or Asian origin, the entire 
leftist/communist/agitprop machine would 
have been wound up to provide enough vocal 
and financial backing to take the case to court. 

This case just exemplifies the sick state of 
the UK today, a mere 20 years or so into the 
multi-racial society of liberal/socialist 
creation. | 

B.J. CLIFTON 
Cardiff 


SIR: I have been unable to trace the origin of 


the following. I suspect it is a translation. I 
wish it were on the walls of every school in 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Britain and in worked samplers in every 

home. It goes:- 

Keep pure your blood. 

It is not only yours; 

It comes from far away; 

It flows far away. | 

It is freighted with a thousand ancestors 

And the entire future flows within it. 

Keep pure the dress 

Of your immortality. 
(Dr.) PETER H. PEEL 
Reseda, Calif., U.S.A. 


SIR: Upon receiving your August issue, I 

was very surprised to see a letter from ‘‘E. 

Draper” in your correspondence column. I 

thought it best to let you know that I did not 
write the letter published. 

E. DRAPER 

London S.W.1. 


(Editor’s note: We apologise to Mr. Draper, 
who has obviously been, with us, the victim 
of a silly hoax.) 


SIR: On the 30th July the Liverpool Police 
made an admission that they deliberately 
black out (how appropriate a phrase!) news of 
riots and crime in Toxteth. As reported in the 
news at about the same time, a group of police 
tried to interview several Blacks concerning 
unspecified crimes and were attacked with 
clubs and spiked railings. The ‘black-out’, 
the police spokesman said, was to give the 
police time ““to analyse the situation’’! 
Firmly supporting the police in this 
hushing up of news about black crime was the 
local MP Mr. Alerton. This is the same Mr. 
Alerton who appeared just a few months ago 
on TV as a fervent supporter of a ‘freedom of 
information’ act. It would appear that only 
certain kinds of information are to be given 
freedom! 
D.C. EVANS 
Brierley Hill, West Midlands 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
“every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 
Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 
British Isles: £8.00 L] Overseas unsealed surface mail: £8.80,L] Overseas sealed surface mail: £10.85 L 


Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £11.80 O 


Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and 


Africa: £13.40 O Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £14.30 O 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in over- 
seas currency, an additional charge of £5 is required in the case of cheques and £1 in the case of 
banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commission. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 


10-19 copies: 40p ea.; 20-49 copies: 36p ea.; 
200-400 copies: 22p ea.; 


our office). 


50-99 copies: 30p ea.; 
500 copies or over: 20p ea. 


100-199 copies: 26p ea.; 
(For advice on postal rates, please contact 


- All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: P.O. Box 115, Hove, 


E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(59p). A sensational novel about the destruction of 
the white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
1973, 311pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (13p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
refutes the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 (S59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holo- 
caust’ and completely dissects the myth. 2nd ed. 
1977, 315p». 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. Chesterton) 
Hardback £3.00 (52p); Paperback (limited supply) 
£1.50 (46p). An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p 
(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT racemixing 
booklet, packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). Shows that racial 
integration is not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threaten- 
ing our future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 
(18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look at modern world 
history. 1977, 45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.72p). This b6ok has attracted world- 
wide attention dealing as it does with racial prob- 
lems in America and not simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to 
Race and reason, showing how the truth about the 


race issue has been suppressed by.interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


‘VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 


OTHER PUBL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


Newly published document which gives an 
up-to-date brief resume o'r tne inain politicai objec- 
tives of the British National Party. 23p post-free 
from: PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 

Booklet outlining the policies on which the 
British National Party fought 54 seats in the 
General Llection of 1983. Entitled Vote for Britain 
(23pp). 43p post-free from: PO Box 115, Hove, 
E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 

4-page tabloid newspaper published monthly 
on behalf of the British National Party with up-to- 
date news and views on current events. Subscrip- 
tion for 12 issues £3.40. Bulk rates available on 
request. Sample copy 25p post-free trom: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


. YOUNG NATIONALIST 
Quarterly newssheet published on behalf of 
the Young Nationalists, youth section of the 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 
brackets represent packing and postage charges. All 
orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 
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The sequel to the same author’s widely-acclaimed 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised ed. 1982,113pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important new book on a major 
current educational scandal — the indoctrination of 
schoolchildren by pacifist and unilateralist edu- 
cationalists. This topical and factual study makes it 
plain that we are not simply confronted with odd 
teachers here and there abusing their positions but 
a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly-funded, co-ordinating the attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). 
An examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into text- 
books and newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The second edition of a 
sensational exposure of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (13p). Text of a memorandum to the Royal 
Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled /nfil- 
tration of the Government by members of subver- 


sive or criminal organizations for the purpose of 


furthering the interests of those organizations. 
1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Updates the above giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted 
on Britain. 1984, l6pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN (Hamil- 
ton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roosevelt’s 
war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race 
issue that has been an invaluable contribution to 
the debate ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(59p). A study of some little known state docu- 


ments that throw much light on recent history. 
1975; 19 Tne. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the second world war, including 
information on previous upheavals. The author had 
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British National Party. 4 pages. Sample copy 20p 
post-free from: PO Box 446, London S123 2LS. 


THE* THUNDERBOLT 

Hard hitting monthly paper for American and 
other white race patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 

Magazine published by the League of St. 
George. Subscription for 6 issues £5 or US$12 over- 
seas surface mail. Sample copy 70p post-free from: 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 SNP. 


POSTER 

Wall poster opposing uncmployment attrac- 
tively printed in two colours by Liverpool British 
National Party. 8p each for quantities up to 49, 7p 
each for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Sample 
copy 21p trom Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liver- 
pool L69 8AJ. 


LEAFLETS 
(1) VED UP WITH THE PARTY POLITICIANS? 


(A nme ee ne ma ene ame eee ae NO EN ae = aa arana 
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ICITY MATERIAL 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


the honour of being imprisoned without trial for 
four years during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally published 1952, 
128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book 
outlining the author’s ideal of a new religion based 
on the right to survival of the white race. The 
author in presenting his ideas in this matter makes 
it plain who represents the threat to white survival. 
1973, SO8pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ken Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same authar’s 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expounds his 
concept of creativity as the religion of the white 
race. 1981,451 pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that Ren 
Klassen is strongly critical of the Christian religion 
and the many devout Christians we are glad to 
number among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any con- 
spiratorial view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the organisation and 
influence of the Bilderberg Group and the Trilateral 
Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.33p). A best-seller in nationalist circles 
ever since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holo- 
caust’ but other topics involved in the Jewish 
question including the exploitation of the ‘anti- 
Semite’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty 
of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. Hoar) 
£15.00 (£1.33p). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever 
published. Irom the time of the American Revo- 
lution to the present, we are given names, dates 
and facts. The material originally appeared .in the 
journal American Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew Macdonald). 
£3.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight- 
back of the white man in America. A futuristic 
fantasy that might not be so fantastic after all. 
1980, 211 pp. 
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Reprint of a popular old Nationalist leaflet, 
brought up-to-date. Deals with BNP policies 
on the main national issues. 

Il’ ONLY WE WERE BLACK ... Leaflet pro- 
duced by the Young Nationalists, the BNP 
youth division, and aimed primarily at Britain’s 
young people. Contrasts the way young Whites 
have been left on the scrapheap with the 
specially favoured treatment given to Britain’s 
coloured racial minoritics. 

HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? This 
leaflet deals with unemploy ment and explains 
in simple terms how millions of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international tree- 
trade policies of successive governments. A 
brief, concise argument for economic nation- 
alism. 

VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN THE 
HORRIFYING TRUTH. Deals with muggings, 
rape and other violent attacks on defenceless 
people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent 
criminals by the law. 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT SCOT- 
LAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet specifically pro- 
duced for distribution in Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policy on main issues of interest to Scots. 
BRADIFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF YORK- 
SHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? Special leaflet 
for distribution in the racially troubled Brad- 
ford area. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, with 
postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; £2.65 for 
2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. Orders with cash should 
be sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


(6) 


T-SHIRTS 


Attractively designed featuring a white man, 


woman and child with a Union Jack flag in the 
background and the words: “British National Party 
fights for race and nation against Communism.” 
Available at £4 plus 29p postage from Glasgow 
BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL. 


B.N.P. PENS © Stee Ei 
© Pens bearing the slogan: “British National 
Party — for race and nation” produced by Liver- 
pool BNP. Sample for 33p post-free from: PO Box 
72, Liverpooi L69 8AJ. Discounts for quantities. 


SELF-ADHESIVE STICKERS 


British National Party logo in red, encircled 
by party name and address. Price £5.52 (inc. p&p) 
for roll of 500 stickers, £5 per roll if collected by 
hand. -Crossed cheques/POs made out to Norwich 
BNP. Please order from R. L. H. Heaton, A9 
Johnson Place, Norwich, Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 
_SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs including: Boys of the 


* bulldog breed, Britain is my home, White men 


awake!, My skin is white, Sons of. Britain, Britain 
. 1S. a white man’s land, Members of the BNP, Soldiers 
of the BNP, 


[Multi-racial Britain: 
the experiment 


that failed 
F 
BNP) 


Help: us end it! 
BRITISH NATIONALPARTY 

Please note that Spearhead is. NOW 
operating from a new address. The address. is 


PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN 3SB. 


PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex 


Our magazine, though it Aon in: racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those Who 


‘oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


Dear Motherland. “Available from. 


Hew BNP posters | 


Plymouth Branch, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 


Plymouth PL6 8XA, at £3.50 = plus 65p p&p. 
Copies of lyrics sent with each order. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


Fighting Australia’s multi-racialists, the hard- 
hitting journal of the Australian Patriotic Lobby. 
Annual subs: Aust. $8, NZ $12, Elsewhere $15. 


Post to PO Box R345, mae EENS). NSW, 


Australia 2000. 


NEW BN P. POSTERS 
Collage of 1981 riot pictures with words 


_ “Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed —_ 


help us end it!” Bearing BNP namie and address and 


logo. Red, white and blue. 17.7" x 25.2". 1—9 at - 


12p ea., 10—19 at 10p ea., 20—49 at 8p ea., 50 or 
over at 6p ea. Estimate postage at 20g to 1 poster. 

Picture of Royal-Marine in action with 
machine gun with words “Oppose the disarmers! 
Build up our forces! Make Britain strong.” Bearing 
BNP name and address and logo. Red, white and 
blue. 12:6" x 17.7". 


Picture of old lady by unlit fire with words 


“She freezes in Winter while Third World gets 


£1,000 million a year. Put British people before 
aliens!” Bearing BNP name and address and logo. 


Red, white and blue. 12:6” x 17.7”. 

. Both of these half-size posters at prices: 
1—9 at 7p ea., 10—19 at 6p ea., 20—49 at Sp ea., 
50—99 at 4p ea., 100 or over at 3p ea. Estimate 
‘postage at 10g to ‘1 poster. 


Cash with orders to: PO Box 446, London 


SE23 2LS. 


BADGES 


British National Party badges available for 
£1.25 post-free from: PO Box 457, London 
SE20 7QE. 


SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party 
shield carved in wood and containing two crossed 
Union. Jacks with the words: “British National 
Party — for race.and nation.” Ideal for your mantle- 


Left: Anti-immigration 
poster; right: poster in 
support of armed forces — 
and anti-CND; far right: 
poster in opposition to 
overseas aid. 

Prices of these posters in 
centre column above. 


OPPOSE THE DISARMERS! 
cbt tas UP OUR FORCES! 


MAKE BRITAIN | 


STRONG 


piece or wall. Available at £15 post-free from 
Plymouth BNP, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 
Plymouth, Devon. 


B.N.P. DIARIES 


1985 diaries, also produced by jai BNP. 
Available at 50p each or 40p for 10 or over (post- 


free) from PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 


B.N P. TIES 


Smart navy blue polyester necktie bearing the 
BNP. roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and 
encircled by the party name and the slogan: “For 
race and nation.” Available at £4.60 post-free from: 
Norwich BNP, c/o A9 Johnson Place, Norwich,, 
Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


CASSETTES 
RALLY ’82. 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!” 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker: 


‘Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the Nation- 
alist Unity rally in London on September 5th 1981. 


Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bears- 


ford Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British Revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS I 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about 
the world-wide dispersal of the peoples of British 
stock); Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished); Side 2: Talk 
on “Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of the 
results of the Second World War). 

Available at £3.50 each plus 1 8p postage from: 
BNP Recordings, PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex’ 
BN3 3SB. 


SHE FREEZES IN i 
WINTER WHILE | peso 
THIRD WORLD GETS ‘$ 
£1,000 MILLION eee 
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PUT BRITISH PEOPLE. 
BEFORE ALIENS! 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


The history of civilised man for a thousand years and more has been the his- 
tory of nations. Whatever the nations may owe to antiquity — and in Europe the 
debt is a heavy ome — they owe at least as much to their distinctive national 

_ genius, which is both the animating spirit and the product of centuries of com- 
mon effort, of living together, striving together, rejoicing together, being bound 
together in times of hardship and adversity. The amazing richness and fertility of 
European ‘culture are conceivable only in terms of national diversity within the 
unifying context of Christendom. w. 

Until our own day this diversity was:cherished. Pride ĝi one’s own nation, 
which never precluded recognition of the achievements of other nations, was not 
a value to be questioned, let alone derided and spurned. Patriotism made all- 
men taller. | x 


A. K. CHESTERTON (The New Unhappy Lords) 
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Highly successful rally on 


Tyneside 


LOCAL COUNCIL AND REDS GO FRANTIC OVER 


B.N.P. 


TYNESIDE BRANCH of the British 
Nationa] Party acted as the hosts to the biggest 
ever BNP event in the North East of England 
. last month, when the party staged a public 
rally in Newcastle-upon-Tyne on August 3rd. 

The rally was attended by about 80 people, 
most of them local — although small 
contingents of party members did come from 
Scotland, Yorkshire and the Midlands. 

The rally received quite a lot of advance 
publicity as a result of the local hysteria it 
provoked among the party’s opponents. A 
group calling itself the “Tyneside and District 
Anti-Fascist Association’ made a loud public 
boast that it would not permit the rally to take 
place and announced that it was going to send 
large numbers of demonstrators to the event 
‘‘to see the Fascists out of town.’’ On the day, 
however, the turn-out of the TDAFA was 
pretty feeble in relation to what had been 
promised and the demonstration against the 
BNP was something of a damp squib. Police 
kept the opposition away from the meeting as 
the staging arrangements were being 
prepared. When these arrangements were 
completed, the organisers of the meeting told 
the police that the ‘Anti-Fascists’ were quite 
welcome to come in if they wished, providing 
that they agreed only to manifest their 
opposition verbally — if they tried physically 
to disrupt the meeting they would be quickly 
thrown out. Not one single member of the 
opposition showed willing to accept this 
invitation! 

It had been arranged that after the meeting, 
which had been booked for a private hall 
under an assumed name, the party members 
present would proceed to Newcastle city 
centre where they would stage a 
demonstration on the steps of the Civic Centre 
of the city in protest against the refusal of the 


City Council to grant the BNP the hire of a 


Council-owned hall for its meeting. The 
Council officials became so terrified at this 
prospect that they scampered to court and 
took out injunctions against party leader John 
Tyndall and local Organiser Bill Owen 
lawfully restraining them from holding any 
such demonstration. The BNP leaders were 
obliged to comply with this injunction and the 
demonstration was not held. Nevertheless, 
the Council had the nerve afterwards to 
deliver to Messrs. Tyndall and Owen 
summonses for damages and costs in 
connection with the injunction. Needless to 
say, this is being contested. 

-~ Bill Owen chaired the meeting and Stanley 
Clayton-Garnett and John Tyndall were the 
principal speakers. Both spoke on the theme 
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NEWCASTLE RALLY 


Stanley Clayton-Garnett speaks 


a 


of the meeting, which was ‘‘Protect British 
jobs and British people’’. The two speakers 
dealt with the appalling unemployment 
situation in the North East of England which 
was a direct result of the international 
economic system to which successive 
governments had tied Britain. Policies of 
protection and self-sufficiency were called 
for. as means of providing work for all. 

The meeting ended in great enthusiasm. 


Needless to say, of course, as no riot took 
place not a word about the event appeared in 
the local papers following. Nevertheless, 
much interest was generated among 
Nationalists in the North East and new 
recruits have already started to come in as a 
result. 

Tyneside BNP are to be congratulated on 
the promotion of this their first major party 
activity. 


PUBLIC MEETING 


BIRMINGHAM 


Friendship Hall 
Sutton New Road 


Erdington 


Saturday, September 14th, 2.30 p.m. 


Theme:- 


CLEAN UP BRITAIN! 


Speakers include:- 
IAN SLOAN 
DAVID BRUCE | 
STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 
JOHN TYNDALL 


Organised by the British National Party 


a. 


the purpose 


‘Hull BNP hitting the 


HULL BRANCH of the British National . 


Party, after a period of comparative local 
obscurity, has recently started to hit local 


headlines, and a big new wave of interest» 


has been created. 

The branch has obtained a keen young 
Organiser in Danny Withers, who recently 
took over from Tony Braithwaite. Tony has 
rendered tremendous service to the branch 
but lately has had to reduce his contrib- 
ution to activities because of increasing 
business commitments and thought it wise 
to hand over leadership. He remains a 
loyal member and is ready in the back- 
ground still to give guidance and advice. 

Danny Withers has now gathered around 
him a team of extremely keen and mainly 
young activists. Paper sales have been 
stepped up in the area, particularly in the 
vicinity of Hull City FC football ground 
(Hull ground is pretty trouble-free — nail- 
ing the lie that Nationalist involvement 
is a cause of football hooliganism). Apart 
from newspapers, the branch have sold 
about 350 ‘Keep Hull white’ badges out- 
side the ground, indicating local interest 
and support. Interestingly enough, quite a 
large portion of the buyers were middle 
aged and elderly people, showing the BNP’s 
appeal across the generation gap. 

The branch has also been very active 
selling its wares in Hull pubs, where, acc- 


By-election fall 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY will be 
contesting Blackwell Ward in a by-election 
for Tower Hamlets (E. London) Borough 
Council, scheduled to be held on Septem- 
ber 12th. 

The BNP candidate will be David Ett- 
ridge (23) a man who has lived all his life 
in the area. 

In support of its candidate the BNP has 
put in an application for a local hall for 
of a public meeting — to 
which it is entitled by right under the Rep- 
resentation of the People Act. The meet- 
ing is being called for Saturday, September 
7th. This is short notice but it is hoped 
that as many members as possible will 
attend. At the time of going to press we 
do not know of the exact venue but we 
advise all members to keep in touch with 
their branches for further news. Although 
the event is mainly for London and South 


Eastern members, we hope that others from 


further afield will do their best to get 
there to swell the attendance. 

Hackney & Tower Hamlets Branch, 
which will be organising the campaign, 
will be pleased to have all the help it can 
get for leafletting ~- it is intended to del- 
iver a personalised: election address to 
every home in the ward. 


ording to Danny Withers, it has usually had 
an extremely friendly reception. 

The upsurge in BNP activity has att- 
racted the interest of the Hull Daily Mail, 
the main local newspaper, which has run a 
number of reports trying to deprecate the 
BNP activities at football matches by im- 
plying that its appeal was only to gullible 


kids — an allegation easily refuted by the — 


fact that so many older people were buy- 
ing BNP literature and badges. ` 

Parallel with this activity, and largely 
because of it, there has been a bigincrease 
in attendances at branch meetings. In June 
John Tyndall spoke at a branch meeting at 
which there were about 30 present, all of 
them from the Hull area. Later in the 
Summer Stanley Clayton-Garnett was the 


guest speaker, by which time nearly 40 


people (again all local) attended. Both 
speakers were struck by the quality as well 
as quantity of those present. 

In addition to Danny Withers himself, 
much credit for activities must go to Gary 
Brattan, Derek Jennings, Bruce Massey, 
Andy Easey, Gary Tyson and Adrian Berry, 
who have all been in the forefront of liter- 
ature sales throughout the city and beyond. 
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MORE BOOK BURNING 


(Contd. from page 14) 


“Doubleday finally began getting the 
Churchill manuscripts from me two years ago 
and they began expressing alarmed noises. 
The editor there, Lisa Drew, began contacting 
my agent and saying she was alarmed at 
some of the chapters she had seen about the 
negative attitude towards Churchill.” 

Irving’s explanation and arguments were 
of no avail: “They were so upset by what 
they had read that they cancelled the 
contract and asked for the repayment of 
about 100,000 dollars they had paid for the 
manuscript.” | 

In the United Kingdom the manuscript 
had a more varied career. After Michael 
Joseph had begun to make some “alarmed 
noises”, Irving relieved them of their 
contractual obligations and took the book to 
Macmillan, whose editor Alan Sampson 
(formerly of Michael Joseph) continued to 
enthuse over it for five months and then 
anhounced, suddenly, that ithad been turned 

-down flat at a meeting of the board presided 
over by Lord Stockton, better known as 
former Prime Minister Harold Macmillan, 
who was quoted as having said: “Over my 
dead body will be publish this book!” 

Hodder and Stoughton (UK), who had 
made a lot of money out of Irving’s book 
Hitler’s War, also had a look at the manu- 
script, but were not to be tempted: “Thank 
you, but no!” Irving thought his troubles 
were at anend after he had submitted several 
chapters to his friend Philip Ziegler, then an 
editor with Collins (UK), who described 
what he had read as “most extraordinary, 
exciting material.” But soon there were 
“other voices in the house,” and Collins also 
turned it down. 

“ Commented Irving: “Every publishing 
house makes different excuses — Collins 
made no excuse at all, which is fair enough. 
Initially Ziegler said, “This is such a very 
appalling story that we're very, very 
frightened of it and I'm not really a fit person 
to judge whether what you are writing is 
true or not.’ | said, ‘We can get round that 
easily. Let’s have the manuscript read by a 
name.’ | suggested Professor M. R. D. Foot 
or the professor who has written the story of 
British Intelligence, Professor F. Hinsley at 
Cambridge, or someone like that, particularly 
Hinsley because he has been through the 
same records as | have and he knows what 
records there are that do entirely call for a 
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complete reappraisal of Churchill’s role in 
the second world war, particularly the 
intelligence records. 

“Hinsley has covered very much the 
same ground as | have, except, of course, 
that I’ve cast niy net very much wider. He 
hasn't used foreign archives at all, whereas | 
have used the Russian and American archives 
enormously, the French archives, the private 
papers of French prime ministers, the German 
archives, the Czech papers, Polish papers, 
and, in particular, the records of the Russian 
government and their meetings with Churchill 
— the entire series of telegrams from the 
Soviet ambassador in London on his meetings 
with Churchill and Eden and I'm very 
surprised to see that the meetings between 
Churchill and the Soviet ambassador, Ivan 
Maisky, go back long before the period when 
Churchill implies in his memoirs he started 
seeing him secretly.” 


‘BEHIND THE SCENE’ 


Asked why in his opinion the big pub- 
lishers had turned down his book, David 
Irving replied: “Well, you've got to realise, | 
think, that the generation who still sit in 
the boardrooms of the publishing houses, 
the Harold Macmillans of this world, are the 
generation who lost Britain our empire. It’s 
as ‘simple as that. They still have their 
blinkers on. They. can’t recognise that they 
are responsible for having lost Britain the 
empire and for our present economic plight, 
which is concealed only by the existence of 
North Sea oil. When that oil runs out, the 
full. impact of having lost our empire is going 
to be felt by every citizen in this country, 
unless some other miracle has occurred.” 

Irving added that evidence now avail- 
able showed that in the period 1940 to 1942 
Churchill had put United States interests 
before the interests of the British Common- 
wealth and Empire, a fact which came out 
very clearly at the Atlantic Charter meeting 
in August 1941 in a bay off Newfoundland, 
when Churchill acted without consulting the 
Commonwealth prime ministers. 

The Sunday Independent interviewer 
asked Irving if he felt that there was a co- 
ordinated campaign to prevent the publi- 
cation of his new book. 

Irving's reply: “There has been a cam- 
paign co-ordinated in the United States — 
the Anti-Defamation League of the B’nai 
Brith, which is some kind of Jewish organis- 
ation, has circularised people — | don’t know 
who was on the mailing list. Thev sent out a 
30-page circular attacking me personally 
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about two years ago. | got hold of a copy 
and warned the chief of that organisation 
that if one copy found its way into England, 
then | would proceed against them — the 


-libel laws in the United States are very lax.” 


Irving said that he believed that his 
book Hitler's War would replace all the 
existing works by Alan Bullock and Trevor 
Roper, ‘‘and the rest of them,” adding: “I 
think there are certain forces which are 
frightened that my book on Churchill will 
do the same.” (Irish Sunday Independent, 
5 May 1985). 

The truth about what happened to the 
British people after 1940 is, of course, not as 
simple as Irving’s reported remarks imply, 
for the surrender of the British Empire and 
all the other colonial empires was only an 
episode in a vastly bigger drama which got 
under way in the late 1930s, when somethir.g 
happened that passed almost unnoticed at 
the time: this was a shift in the centre of | 
gravity of power and influence in Wall Street 
when the great American pioneering families, 
headed by J. P. Morgan, were superseded by 
international and cosmopolitan financial 
interests — the “Americans” to whom, 
according to Irving, the British Empire was 
surrendered by leaders like Churchill and. 
Macmillan. | 

The story of America’s great silent 
surrender will be found in Dr. Carroll 
Quigley’s “‘history of the world in our 
century,” Tragegy and Hope (beginning on 
page 52) — part of the reason, no doubt, 
why a 1300-page work by a leading American 
academic was hastily withdrawn by its pub- 
lisher, the Macmillan Company, when still 
in demand. 

David Irving is now evidently one of 
those who fully understand that the British — 
Empire was not “‘liberated from the shackles 
of colonialism” but was only transferred, 
with all its natural resources and its colonial 
boundaries intact, to the ownership and 
control of the same financial powers which 
had gained ascendancy in Wall Street. 

The good news today is that it begins to 
look as if it will be impossible for the global 
power-wielders to halt an investigative 
process which could quite soon reduce to 
tatters the vast painted cloth of spurious 
history which has come into existence since 
the end of World War I]. 

Notes: *Churchill gave ample proof of excellent 
personal qualities, including those of physical and 
moral courage, during a long and varied career, | 
both as soldier and statesman; therefore, all thats | 
the new evidence means is that he appears to have 


fallen into a pitiful state of decline in the last years 
of his life, when so much was expected of him. 
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